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CURRENT TOPICS, 


A NOVEL QuEsTIon came before the Court of Appeal on Thursday. 
In an action, the plaintiff was directed to give security for costs, 
and deposited a considerable sum in court. The plaintiff’s action 
was dismissed with costs, and the money was paid out of court to the 
defendant’s solicitor on account of the defendant’s costs. Subse- 
quently, the Court of Appeal discharged the order of the court 
below, and directed the defendant to pay the plaintiff’s costs of 
the action. The question was whether the defendant’s solicitor 
should be ordered to pay into court again, or to the plaintiff, the 
amount he received, or whether he had the right to retain the 
amount in part payment of the defendant’s costs. The court 
held that the solicitor could not be ordered to refund. 





THERE ARE DOLEFUL complaints of the inconvenience occasioned to 
litigants and their solicitors by the exodus of certain leading counsel 
who ave engaged on urgent ‘‘semi-public business” in the 
country. The aggregate cost of the applications which have 
been made to the Court of Appeal and other courts for the post- 
ponement of cases in which these learned gentlemen are engaged 
would represent no trifling sum, and it would be difficult to esti- 
mate the annoyance and loss occasioned by the briefing of new 
leaders in cases which cannot be postponed. Some of the learned 
candidates are so eagerly desirous to serve their country in 
Parliament that they have for the time practically retired from 
practice ; and their fee-books will present for the next week or two 
a melancholy and unwonted lack of entries. Let us hope that 
Honcx will appreciate the sacrifices made to win his vote. Let us 
also hope that no malignant person will tell Honcr that it is, in 
the nature of things, impossible that a counsel in large practice can 


ony satisfactorily his parliamentary duties and his duties to his 
clients. 





On Examrnine critically the cause lists for the Trinity Sittings, 
1886, it is not to be discovered that they in any way shew that 
the business of the courts is on the decrease. On the contrary, it 
may be presumed from the figures appearing in these lists, as com- 
pared with previous lists, that the amount of work to be done in 
court is increasing. Nevertheless, these figures are not absolute 
indications of the increase they appear to represent ; many actions 
which are now in the lists have appeared in former lists, and, 
While the growth of new work continues, the number of cases 
remaining unheard at the end of any sittings is not only governed 
by that growth, but is influenced largely by the rapidity or other- 
Wise with which the courts are able to proceed. Taking the three 
periods of Trinity Sittings, 1886, Kaster Sittings, 1886, and 
Trinity Sittings, 1886, the cases in the Chancery Division were 
respectively 667, 669, 707. In the Queen’s Bench Division, for 
the same periods, they were 1,291, 1,283, and 1,333. In the 
Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty Division they were 190, 224, and 
231. Taking the total of the three divisions, we find that there 
are 123 more cases in the lists now than there were a year ago. 





Tue SESSION just concluded promised, at its outset, to be very 
prolific in legislation, and nearly 300 Bills had been introduced in 


the House of Commons alone before its termination. Even as it 
M4, not a few statutes of considerable importance, though in no 





case very long, will have received the Royal Assent. Amongst 
them may be mentioned as the most important, the Medical Acts 
Amendment Act, the Infents Act, the Compensation for Damages 
by Riot Act, the Marriages Act, the International Copyright Act, 
the Shop Hours Regulation Act, the Tithe Rent Charge Redemp- 
tion Act, and the Parliamen Elections Returning Officers Act. 
Of these only three were introduced by the Government, being the 
Medical Acts Amendment Act, the Compensation for Damages by 
Riot Act, and the International Copyright Act. The Medical Act 
settles a question of medical education which had been made the 
subject of some score of prior Bills; the Riot Act very extensively 
amends the law upon a subject which first aroused public atten- 
tion only a few months ago, and the International Copyright Act 
paves the way to the consolidation of the Copyright Acts at an 
early date. The Infants Act, though nominally a Government 
measure, must really be put down to the credit of Mr. Brycr, who 
introduced, ard all but succeeded in passing, it when a private 
member, in a prior session. Amongst the accidental losses may be 
reckoned the Evidence Bill, which fell by a count out, the Copy- 
hold Enfranchisement Bill, which was rejected by the House of 
Lords upon a technical point of order only, and the Arbitration 
Bill of Lord Bramwett, which could not have failed to pass if it 
had reached the House of Commons in time. 





THE RETURNING oFFIcers have been saved from the threatened 
extensive reduction of their maximum charges, and the ratepayers 
have been delivered from a great increase of the rates, by the 
action of the House of Lords in rejecting the clauses in the Par- 
liamentary Elections Returning Officers Act (1875) Amendment 
Bill which had been hurriedly inserted in Committee in the House 
of Commons. Whatever alteration of the law in either of these 
respects may be desirable, it was impossible to expect that the 
changes thus made could be accepted without further consideration 
and evidence in supportof them. The Bill has now become merely 
a measure for providing for an appeal from the taxation of a re- 
turning officer’s charges; but, even as so limited, it effects an 
important am2ndment of the law. It provides that the taxing 
judge or officer under the Act of 1875 (who, by section 4 of that 
Act, is the county court judge, or judge of the Mayor’s Court in 
London, or registrar or other principal officer of such court), is to 
give a certificate shewing in detail the result of his taxation to the 
parties concerned. Within seven days of the delivery of such cer- 
tificate, either party may give notice to the judge or officer of his 
intention to appeal, upon receiving which notice the judge or 
officer is to deliver to the taxing officer of the Queen’s Bench 
Division of the High Court “the account or claim, with any 
vouchers relating thereto, the certificate, and the notice of appeal,” 
and such taxing officer ‘‘shall forthwith proceed to review the 
taxation in the usual manner.” The taxation in the High Court 
is to be subject to appeal ‘‘ in like manner as any ordinary taxation 
of costs is now subject””—that is (see R. 8. C., 1883, LXV., 27, 
39—42), by a preliminary review before the taxing officer upon 
objections made, and a subsequent review before a judge upon 
such objections and the reasons of the taxing officer. Upon a 
question of principle, there would be a further appeal to the 
Divisional Court, to the Court of Appeal (see A/arcus v. Steam 
Navigation Co., 33 L. T. 353), and even to the House of Lords. 
Perhaps, out of a series of appeals, a scale of reasonable charges 
may be gradually evolved for incorporation in the schedule of some 
statute of the future. 





Tne Pronatron of First Offenders Bill—which was backed in the 
House of Commons, among other names, by that of Mr. Howano 


Vincent, and introduced in the House of Lords by Lord Buwoxe 
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—met with so much opposition in that House from the Lord Chan- 
cellor and other peers that the second reading was not pressed ; but 
in some altered shape the measure may, perhaps, pass into law at 
no very distant date. It is an experiment in penal legislation of 
capital importance, being directed to ‘‘ permit the conditional 
release” (without punishment) of first offenders ‘“‘in any case in 
which a person is convicted of any first offence for which he might 
be sentenced to imprisonment, with or without hard labour.” The 
Bill provides that, in substitution for the punishment prescribed 
by law, the court of trial may direct that the first offender be 
subjected to police supervision for a term not exceeding the 
longest term of imprisonment which might be imposed for his 
offence; and the police supervision referred to is to be precisely 
similar to that authorized in the case of second convictions by the 
Prevention of Crimes Acts, 1871 and 1879 (34 & 35 Vict. c. 112, 
s. 8, and 42 & 43 Vict. c. 55, s. 2). The rejection of the Bill is 
fortunate. It was stated by Lord Brtmone that it had passed the 
House of Commons with universal assent and without any amend- 
ment, but this was contradicted by Lord Suprtey who stated that 
its passing by the House of Commons was “quite accidental.” 
Perhaps in some future session a more workable measure may 
emanate from the Lord Chancellor of the day. Our main objec- 
tion to the Bill is, that police supervision, under the Acts of 1871 
and 1879, is too rigorous and strict a discipline for any court 
(and the Bill extends to courts of summary jurisdiction) to be 
intrusted with the power of subjecting first offenders to it. 





A case of Re Pope, decided by Day and Wirts, JJ., on the 9th 
inst., deserves notice. A judgment creditor registered his judg- 
ment and obtained an order for a receiver, without issuing an 
elegit, against lands belonging to his debtor subject to an equitable 
mortgage. He did not register the order appointing the re- 
ceiver. Before the receiver entered into possession the debtor 
sold his interest in the land. It was held, reversing the decision 
of A. L. Srrn, J., that the right of the creditor prevailed over 
that of the purchaser, on the grounds—(1) that 1 & 2 Vict. ¢. 
110, 23 & 24 Vict. c. 38, and 27 & 28 Vict. c. 112, left untouched 
the effect of a completed execution, whether legal or equitable; 
(2) that the appointment of a receiver was the equivalent of the 
execution of an elegit and amounted to a delivery of posses- 
sion within 27 & 28 Vict. c. 112; (3) that the creditor 
could not be deprived of the fruits of his execution by 
the act of the debtor; and (4) that, on the other hand, a creditor 
who wanted the assistance of the court in selling must register his 
judgment and execution, whether an e/egit or the appointment of 
a receiver. Though the decision is in itself harmless, as it only 
decides that, when you find a registered judgment, you must 
ascertain whether execution has been issued under it—a matter 
which can be ascertained by searching the proceedings in the 
action—the reasoning on which the decision is founded (reason- 
ing which appears to be correct) has very serious consequences in 
impairing the security of purchasers, as it appears to follow that 
the appointment of a receiver on an unregistered judgment, a fact 
which a purchaser has no means of discovering, will prevail 
against him. We hope on a future occasion to recur to this sub- 
ject, which is of the utmost importance. 





A correspondent refers to a question frequently discussed in 
these columns of late years—the cost of the production of deeds 
in the possession of the vendor’s mortgagee. We need hardly 
say that, under section 3, sub-section (6), of the Conveyancing 
Act, 1881, the purchaser is bound to pay for the production 
of documents not in the vendor’s possession, and with the 
possession of which he has finally parted, or which he never 
possessed at all—e.g., documents retained by a previous vendor, 
or handed over to another purchaser, upon the occasion of a 
former sale of a property in lots; but whether this doctrine 
applies to documents which are in the possession of the 
vendor’s mortgagee has been the subject of great debate. The 
council of the Incorporated Law Society are understood last 
year to have passed a resolution that, in such a case, the 
vendor ought to bear the costs of production, but they would not 
go so far as to say that he must do so, We are not aware of any 


—_———_ 


decision in any way relating to the subject of our correspondent’s 
letter since Re Johnson and Tustin (33 W. R. 737), and that case 
related to the furnishing of an abstract, not to the production, of 
documents not in the vendor’s possession, and it did not throw any 
light on the question mentioned by our correspondent. 








APPORTIONMENT OF STREET 
EXPENSES. 


Tue Court of Appeal have recently determined a point which 
appears to us to be one of some difficulty. It arose under the well. 
known provisions of the 150th and 257th sections of the Public 
Health Act, 1875. The case to which we allude is Midland 
Railway Co. v. Watton (34 W. BR. 524, L. R. 17 Q. B. D. 30), 
and the point was briefly as follows:—The 150th section of the 
Public Health Act provides, as our readers will be aware, for the 
giving of certain notices to pave, &c., frontages in a street, and, in 
case of default by them, for the execution of the works by the 
local authority ; and then provides that such authority ‘‘may 
recover in a summary manner the expenses incurred by them in so 
doing from the owners in default, according to the frontage of 
their respective premises, and in such proportion as is settled by 
the surveyor of the urban authority, or, in case of dispute, by 
arbitration in manner provided by this Act.” The 257th section 
provides, with regard to cases where any local authority have 
incurred expenses, for the repayment whereof the owner of the 
premises for or in respect of which the same are incurred is made 
liable under this Act, that “‘ where such expenses have been 
settled and apportioned by the surveyor of the local authority as 
payable by such owner, such apportionment shall be binding and 
conclusive on such owner, unless, within three months from 
service of notice on him by the local authority or their surveyor of 
the amount settled by the surveyor to be due from sach owner, he 
shall, by written notice, dispute the same.” For the purposes of 
the point under discussion the facts of the case in question may be 
stated very briefly thus: The appellants, from whom was claimed 
payment of a sum apportioned upon them by the surveyor of the 
local authority in respect of street expenses, had not given any 
notice to dispute the apportionment under the 257th section. 
Before the magistrate they sought to object to the apportion- 
ment, on the ground that it charged them in a lump sum in respect 
of land, part of the frontage of which fronted the street, and 
part did not, being separated therefrom by other premises. The 
court held that they were precluded by the 257th section from 
taking this objection. 
This result is, perhaps, the more convenient one; but we think 
there was considerable difficulty about the point, though it 
appeared (to judge from the reports) to give the court very little 
trouble. The question really involved was, whether the surveyor 
had exceeded his jurisdiction; for, if he had not, there was no 
getting over the plain words of section 257. If he had, it was 
admitted that the apportionment would be void. The argument 
employed by the judges was shortly this. The appellants having 
some frontage land, the surveyor clearly had jurisdiction to appor- 
tion some amount as payable by them; therefore the question was 
merely one of miscalculation of amount. It was an erroneous 
exercise, not an excess, of jurisdiction. This looks to us rather 
like begging the question. It seems to us that there possibly 
might prove to be an important distinction in cases of this 
sort, of which the court took no cognizance, according as the 
property owned by the owner charged consisted of one entirety 
or several. There might be a case, not of one piece of land 
part of which fronted and part did not front, but of two separate 
houses or subject-matters belonging to the same owner, one of 
which fronted and one did not. In the latter case, if the two 
houses were owned by different persons, it is admitted that an 
apportionment made on the owner of the house which did not 
front would be made without jurisdiction. It seems to us some 
what odd that the accident that both houses belonged to the same 
owner should make any difference. In substance this is a chargé 
in respect of property, like a poor rate, and the incidence of it 
should, as it would appear, be irrespective of the accident of 
identity of ownership. It might not untruly be said of the poor 
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owners of hereditaments in the parish in proportions corresponding 
to the values of such hereditaments as ascertained by the assess- 
ment committee. But, if a man were rated in a lump sum for 
premises, some within and some without the parish, the rate would 
be invalid as made without jurisdiction. What substantial difference 
is there between this case and that. of our supposed case of the 
two houses assessed to street expenses under the Public Health 
Act, 1875 ? 

But it will be said that the case turns, not on such general 
considerations, but on the precise terms of the Public Health Act. 
It is necessary, therefore, to scrutinize the words of the Act. 
The Authority are to recover from the owners [of premises front- 
ing the street] in default according to the frontage of their respec- 
tive premises. Clearly, if the section stopped there, the authority 
could only recover an amount to be charged in proportion to the 
frontage of premises fronting the street. Butitis obvious thatit would 
be very inconvenient for the court of summary jurisdiction to ascer- 
tain the extent of the fronting property. Plaus and measurements 
must be taken, and so forth, and evidence of surveyors would have 
to be given. So provision is made for the intervention of the sur- 
veyor, and the question arises, What is his function? Is it 
judicially to determine what is frontage or not, or merely to 
determine what is the extent of frontage, leaving the question, 
what is frontage, an open one for the court? It is necessary to 
consider, on the former hypothesis, what provision is made for 
appeal from the surveyor on the question, what is frontage land ? 
—a legal question frequently of great nicety, and one on which 
there have been many decisions in the courts of law. The only 
provision that we can see for appeal, on that hypothesis, is the pro- 
vision as to arbitration under the Act, whereby two arbitrators and 
their umpire may be appointed. This does not seem a very ap- 
propriate mode of determining a question of this sort, even if they 
would have power to state a special case. It appears to be ad- 
mitted on all hands that the surveyor cannot determine judicially 
what is frontage as against an owner, none of whese land fronts 
the street. But if one house fronts the street, so far as may be 
gathered from the judgment, the decision appears to be, in sub- 
stance, that the surveyor has jurisdiction to say that twenty other 
houses front the street which do not in fact do so, if such houses 
belong to the same owner as the one that does front the street. 
This seems to us a rather curious result. 

Furthermore, there is this difficulty in point of theory. The 
scope of the 150th section is that each owner is to have a notice to 
do the portion of the specified works corresponding to his frontage. 
In practice, we believe, the owners never do execute the works 
themselves. It would hardly be possible, in the case of the making 
of sewers, for one owner to make by himself the portion of sewer 
corresponding to his frontage. But it is conceivably possible. if 
the only work required were the laying down of a pavement, that 
the owner might pave along his own frontage, and in that case he 
would not be in default. Suppose, in the case put, of an owner 
who had one house fronting and twenty which did not front, 


of twenty-one houses, one being the house which fronts and the rest 
those which do not—that the legal view of the surveyor’s apportion- 
ment is that he has charged the total sum in respect of the one house 
that fronts? It seems to us impossible to deny that he has judicially 
determined in respect of what property the owner is liable. It is 
admitted on all hands that he has no power to do this unless there 
is some property in respect of which the owner is liable. But 
what a curious jurisdiction it is that does not give the surveyor 
power to determine whether there is any property in respect of 
which a party is liable, but gives the surveyor power, if there is 
some property in respect of which the party is liable, judicially to 
determine that he is liable in respect of any amount of other 
property! According to that, in theory, if there was one house 
fronting a street, the surveyor would have jurisdiction to judicially 
determine that the owner of that house was liable in respect of 
other houses in other streets, or even in other towns; and it seems 
necessarily to follow that, if a man owns one house in the street, 
the surveyor has jurisdiction to find that he owns others, and charge 
him in respect thereof, though they do not belong to him. The 
court seem to us to have made no distinction between an erroneous 
estimate of the extent of a given piece of frontage in respect of 
which an owner is liable, and a decision that he is liable in respect 
of other property than he is really liable in respect of. We must 











admit that there seem to us to be difficulties in either view of the 
case, but we do not think that the matter has been very satis- 
factorily threshed out at present. 








LAWYER CANDIDATES. 


Tue following members of the legal profession have, up to the present 
time, been announced as candidates for the new House of Commons 
for English, Welsh, and Scotch constituencies. In the following list 
C denotes Conservative, U L Unionist Liberal, and G L Gladstonian 
Liberal, and candidates whose names are printed in italics were not 
members of the late House of Commons, 


BARRISTERS. 


ASHTON-UNDER-LYNE—John Edmund Wentworth Addison, Q.C. C 
BatH—Edmund Robert Wodehouse. U L 

BATTERSEA AND CLAPHAM— 

Battersea—Edward Cooper Willis, Q.C. C 

Clapham—John Fletcher Moulton, Q.C. GL 
BEeprorpD—James Herman de Ricci, C 

BEDFORDSHIRE, South—Cyril Flower. GL 

BERKSHIRE, East—Sir Charles Russell, Bart. C 

ss South—William George Mount. C 

BETHNAL GREEN—Edward Hare Pickersgill. GL 
BIRKENHEAD— William Rann Kennedy, Q.C. GL 
BrrMINGHAM, East—Henry Matthews, Q.C. C 
Botton—Rowland Ponsonby Blennerhassett. G L 
Boston—William James Ingram. 

BRADFORD, Central—Right Hon. George John Shaw Lefevre. 
Bricuton—Right Hon. William Thackeray Marriott, Q.C. C 


GL 





because separated from the street, paving only being required, he 
did the piece of paving in front of the house which did front, but 
did not do the paving in front of the houses which did not front. 
He would not, it would seem, be in default. Therefore, there 
would be no liability, and no jurisdiction on the part of the sur- 
Yeyor to apportion any sum upon him in respect of the twenty 
houses that did not front. This seems rather to show that the 
question is one substantially of liability, not of amount. Can his 
not paving in front of the one house give jurisdiction to charge 
im in respect of the others ? 

It cannot be denied that, in the case of an assessment of this 
sort, as well as in the cases of poor rates and other such assess- 
ments, the party liable must be liable in respect of certain prop- 
erty, and we should be disposed to say that the true view is that 
the authority which in such cases assesses has the power of 
ascertaining the extent or value of the property in respect of which 
he is liable, but not of judicially determining in respect of what 
property he is liable. Now it seems to us difficult to deny that, 
in truth and in substance, the surveyor in Midland Railway Oo. v. 
Watton, on the hypothesis, had made the company liable in respect 
of property in respect of which they were not liable by law. But 
let us take the stronger case we have supposed, where the prop- 
erties are clearly several. Can it be contended in the case we put— 


Bory—Right Hon. Sir Henry James, Q.C. UL 
Bury Sr. Epmunps—Lord Francis Hervey. C 
CAMBERWELL, North—John Richards Kelly. C 
Dulwich—John Morgan Howard, Q.C. C 
a Peckham—Arthur Anthony Baumann. C 

i mt William Willis, LL.D.,Q.C. GL 
CaMBRIDGE—Cyril Dodd. UL 
CAMBRIDGE UNIVERSITY—Right Hon. Henry Cecil Raikes. C 
CAMBRIDGESHIRE, East— William Henry Hall. UL 
North—John Rigby, Q.C. GL 
a West—Charles ,oac. OC 
CARDIGANSHIRE—William Bowen Rowlands, Q.C. GL 
CARLISLE— William Court Gully, Q.C. GL 
CARMARTHENSHIRE—David Pugh. GL 
CARNARVON—Edmund Swetenham, Q.C. C 
CuatnaM—Sir John Eldon Gorst, Q.C. C 
CHELSEA—Right Hon. Sir Charles Wentworth Dilke, Bart. GL 
Charles Algernon Whitmore. C 
CHrELTENHAM—James Tynte Agg Gardner. C 
CHESHIRE, Altrincham—Sir Wi Cunliffe Brooks, Bart. © 
io Crewe—Francis Randle Twemlow. C 
CHESTER—Robert Armstrong Yerburgh. C 
CuristcHuRcH—Charles Edward Baring Young. C 
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CoLcHESTER—Henry John Trotter. C 


CoRNWALL, Bodmin—Leonard Henry Courtney. U L 
- Camborne—Charles A Vansittart Conybeare. G L 





Where the owner of one house which fronts is charged in respect 
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~* Launceston—Charles Thomas Dyke Acland. G L 
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CUMBERLAND, Penrith—James William Lenten. C Worruess AM, East—Arnold Maiten. GL 
Egremont—David Ainsworth GL | OLpHAM—John Tomlinson Hibbert. GL 
Dantizerox—Hagh Oakley Arnold Forster. U L 


OxFoRD UNIVERSITY—Right Hon. Sir John Robert Mowbray, Bart, 
DENBIGH—Hon. George Thomas Kenyon. C oC 


DENBIGHSHIRE, East—Right Hon. George Osborne Morgan, Q.C. G L | OxrorpsHIRE, Mid—Francis Williaa Maclean, Q.C. UL 


West—William Cornwallis West. UL | ud South—Hon. Francis Parker. © 
Deprrorp—Lalmohun Ghose GL | 3 a Sir Walter ia Frank Phillimore, Bart., 
Dersy—Right Hon. Sir William Vernon Harcourt, Q.C. GL | DCL. GL 
DEVONSHIRE, Ashburton—Charles Seale Hayne. G L PLyMouTH—Edward Clarke, Q.C. C 

e Barnstaple—George Pitt Lewis,Q.C. U L | PoNTEFRACT—Charles James Fleming. GL 
Isaac Saunders Leadam. GL PrestTON—William Edward Murray Tomlinson. C 
a Honiton—Sir John Henry Kennaway, Bart. C St. HELENs—Henry Seton Karr. 
Se Tavistock—Sir John Budd Phear. GL Sr. Pancras, East—Robert Grant Webster. C 
as Torquay—Lewis M‘Iver. GL te South—Sir Julian Goldsmid, Bart. U L 
9 Totnes—Edmund Robert Pearce Edgceumbe. GL SUEFFIELD, Attercliffe—Hon. Bernard John Seymour Coleridge, 
DeEwsBpurY—Sergeant John Simon. GL GL _ 
DoRSETSHIRE, Ncrth—Hon. Edwin Berkeley Portman. GL Central—Charles Edward Howard Vincent. C 
” Hon. Evelyn Ashley. UL e Ecclesall—Ellis Ashmead Bartlett. C 
West—Herbert Cary George Batten. GL > Hallam—Charles Beilby Stuart Wortley. C 
Dupiey—Henry Brinsley Sheridan. GL a Thomas Threlfall. GL 
Dvuruam (City)—Thomas Milvain. C SuorEpitcu, Hoxton—Robert Arthur Germaine. C 


PP (County), Rr nt eee Archer Atherley Jones. | gi popspmr s, South—Robert Jasper More. U L 


. aj ’ West— —Stanley Leighton. C 
Essex, Harwich—James Round. Cc 2 SOMERSETSHIRE, Wellington—Charles Isaac Elton, Q.C. C 
»,  Romford—John Westlake, Q.C. UL East—Henry Hobhouse. U L 
»»  Walthamstow—William Thomas Makins. C ds ( 


SourTHAMPTOoN—James Carlish McCoan. GL 
Fryssury, Clerkenwell—Howard Spensley. GL asec tags ee 
East—Thomas Whittenbury Mi heler. UL | Sournwark, West—Arthur Cohen, Q.C. GL 


Augustus Beddall. C 





Pom ae es “ ri y i ; ye ‘G L | STAF F on :D—Charles Benjamin Bright Maclaren. GL 
Pane - rc. Phessiouay— it dward Stafford Howard. GL | STAFFORDSHIRE, North-West—George Granville Leveson Gower. 
—Right H hn V Me G % . 
ea ela tel Orins Whitdey G _ Qc. GL » Kingswinford—Alexander Staveley Hill, D.C.L., 
a | 
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REVIEWS. 


CHURCHWARDENS. 


A PracTicAL GUIDE To THE DuTIES OF CHURCHWARDENS IN THE 
EXECUTION OF THEIR OFFICE. FIFTEENTH EDITION. By C. G. 
PripEAux, Q.C. Shaw & Sons. 


This learned and elaborate treatise—which has long been recog- 
nized as the chief guide on the subject upon which it treats—was 
first published in 1841. A fifteenth edition now appears, the chief 
statute affecting the subject since the issue of the fourteenth edition 
in 1880, being the Burial Act of that year. We cannot congratulate 
the editor on his treatment of this Act, as he omits all reference to the 
Burial and Registration Acts (Doubts Removal) Act, 1881, and presents 
hisreadersin thetext witha mereabstract of the “principal Act.” Look- 
ing to the Compulsory Church Rate Abolition Act of 1868, the time 
would seem to have come for considerable abridgment of that part of 
the work which deals with church rates. We are a little surprised to find 
no reference to Wilkinson v. Verity (L. R. 6 C. P. 206), in which it 
was held that, on churchwardens suing a vicar for communion plate, 
the Statute of Limitations ran from the date of demand and refusal ; 
but, generally speaking, there is no lack of authorities ; even quasi- 
authorities, such as newspaper reports and opinions of eminent 
lawyers, being laid under contribution where no light can be found 
in “the books ”—see, for instance, the reference to the opinion of 
Stephen, J., when at the bar, on the legality of the attempt of the 
Rev. W. H. Fremantle to preach at the City Temple (p. 506), ‘“an 
attempt,” says our author, with a zeal, perhaps, somewhat more 
ecclesiastic than lawyerlike, ‘‘ which was happily prevented by the 
prompt interference of the Bishop of London. 





COUNTY COURTS. 
THE County Court STATUTES FROM 1846 To 1882. SEconD Eprrion. 
By G. ManLEY WETHERFIELD, Solicitor, and F. WETHERFIELD, 
Solicitor. W. Clowes & Sons, Limited. 


published, in 1876, only one County Court Act—the Costs and 
Salaries Act of 1882—has been placed upon the statute-book, but the 
recent issue of the consolidated rules has, of course, rendered a new 
edition necessary. The whole introduction has been re-written, and 
is very good both in form and substance. The notes still remain very 
meagre, the Act of 1882 having only one note to it, and the much- 
vexed 6th section of the Act of 1875, allowing appeal by motion, only 
three notes of eight lines in the aggregate, 





ELECTION PETITIONS. 


ELEcTION PetrT1on Reports. By J. 8. Sanpars, Barrister-at-Law. 
Vol. IV., Part. ITI. Stevens & Haynes. 


This part, in continuation of O’Malley and Hardcastle’s well-known 
reports, contains reports of the cases tried since the passing of the 
Corrupt Practices Act, 1883. They are eight in number, including 
the Stepney case as far as decided by the election judges. The points 
decided, especially in the Stepney case, are numerous and important. 
The judges differed on more than one point, but the impression de- 
rivable from the cases as a whole is that they were not disposed to 
put a strict construction upon the Corrupt Practices Act. 








CORRESPONDENCE. 


TRUSTEE COMPANIES. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.| 


Sir,—The position of trustees and of the persons whose property 
they have to administer has long been felt to be exceedingly unsatis- 
factory. The trustee (including in that term executors and adminis- 
trators) runs a variety of risks, against which, even if he should be 
learned in the law of trusts, he can never adequately protect himself. 
Generally he relies absolutely on the advice of his solicitor, and, if 
the latter commits a mistake or a fraud which causes loss to the 
trust estate, the loss falls on the trustee. The cases are rare, too, in 
which the performance of his duties does not involve a considerable 
amount, not only of labour, but of worry and annoyance. Why 
should a man voluntarily submit to all this without any remunera- 
tion? The fact is, the practice of requiring trustees to act gratui- 
tously is a reiic of a simpler state of things when trusts were much 
rarer, and were almost confined to one kind of ep pom a 
land, and when, moreover, a trustee was understood not to enter 
into any contract enforceable by law, but only into an honourable 
engagement. As regards settlors and beneficiaries, the want of 
security is an even greater evil than the risks and annoyances to 
which trustees are exposed. Probably not a day passes without some 
trust fund being lost through the fraud of the trustees. 

It is not easy to say what is the best remedy for these evils; but it 
will probably be found ultimately in the establishment of companies 
authorized to act as trustees, and confining themselves to that and 
kindred business. Companies of this kind, under the conduct of 
men of the highest position and character, and with a large capital 
and proper guarantees for honest management, would give a security 
to those whose property might be intrusted to them which is abso- 
lutely unattainable where the trustee is an individual. Many 
insurance companies are examples of the excellenee of the security 
which a company of this kind might offer. 

These trust companies have existed for many years in other coun- 
tries, and have been found to work well; but no serious attempt has 
yet been made to establish one in England. Probably they would 
not succeed here without some legislation enabling them to prove a will 
and removing some other practical difficulties ; but, with such legis- 
lation, there seems no reason why they should not succeed and be 
exceedingly usefal. 

The alternative plan, of having an official trustee, would have the 
advantage of giving perfect security. But it would have some dis- 
advantages. ft would add another, and a vast one, to the functions 
of the State, taking away, at the same time, another field for the 
display of individual energy and exertion; and its working would 
inevitably be dilatory and expensive. 

On the whole, I venture to submit to the judgment of your 
readers whether the best remedy for the existing evils is not for the 
Legislature to give all trustees a fair remuneration, and, at the same 
time, to grant facilities for the establishment of companies of the 
kind I have suggested. I do not think that, if the ice of 
appointing trust companies as trustees and executors e as 

firmly established in England as it is in the United States, the legiti- 

mate profits of solicitors would be diminished. In some respects 

they would lose, in others a ee gain. But, after all, the main 

question is, whether the establishment of such companies would not 

be a benefit to the community at large. J. T. Hurommyson, 
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PRODUCTION OF DEEDS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—Would you please inform me whether, in a sale subject to 
section 3 (6) of the Conveyancing Act, 1881, the cost of the produc- 
tion of deeds in the possession of a mortgagee’s solicitor must be 
borne by the vendor or purchaser? I believe there has been a 
decision on the point. . 

June 17. 

[See observations under the head of “‘ Current Topics.” —Ed. S, J.] 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 


COURT OF APPEAL, 
CHARLES v. JONES—C. A. No. 2, 22nd June. 


Costs—Monrtreacre—Ricut or Aprpzat—JupicaTurE Act, 1873, ss. 49, 67 
—R. 8. C., 1883, LXV., 1. 


In this case there was a question as to the right of appeal from an order 
allowing costs toa mortgagee. The plaintiff was the administratrix with 
the will annexed of a testator, and she was also one of his co-heiresses. 
The defendant had been the confidential solicitor and agent of the testa- 
tor. The plaintiff alleged that the defendant had in his possession the 
certificates of certain shares belonging to the testator, and that he claimed 
to hold them, and also the deeds relating to the real estate of the testator, 
as security for moneys which he alleged to be due to him from the 
testator. The plaintiff claimed an account of all dealings and transac- 
tions between the testator and the defendant as his confidential solicitor 
or t, and of all receipts and payments by the defendant on account 
of the testator, an account of all alleged advances by the defendant 
to the testator; and as to the balance (if any) due in respect of such 
advances, and of all securities held or claimed by the defendant in respect 
of such alleged advances; and an injunction to restrain the defendant 
from disposing of or parting with any securities held or claimed by him 
in respect of sums alleged to be due to him from the testator’s estate. 
Judgment was given for accounts and inquiries substantially in accordance 
with the claim, and the costs of the action up to the hearing were 
reserved. The chief clerk found that there was a balance of £450 due 
from the defendant. By the order upon further consideration it was 
directed by Bacon, V.O., that the defendant’s costs of the action, includ- 
ing therein his costs properly incurred as mortgagee of the testator’s 
estate, should be taxed, and that he should be at liberty to retain the 
taxed amount out of the balance found due from him (if sufficient) and 
pay the surplus into court, and that he should reconvey ‘the property 
comprised in his securities. It was alleged by the plaintiff that the 
defendant had been guilty of misconduct such as to disentitle him to his 
costs as mortgagee, but the Vice-Chancellor held that there had been no 
such misconduct. The plaintiff appealed from the order, so far as it 
allowed costs to the defendant. On the opening of the appeal Corton, 
L.J., sug; that there was no right of appeal, by reason of section 49 
of the Judicature Act, 1873, and rule 1 of order 65 of the R. S. C., 1883. 
Section 49 provides that ‘‘ No order made by the High Court of Justice or 
any judge thereof, by the consent of parties, or as to costs only which by 
law are left to the discretion of the court, shall be subject to any appeal, 
except by leave of the court or judge making such order.” By section 
67 ‘* The provisions contained in the 5th, 7th, 8th, and 10th sections of 
the County Courts Act, 1867, shall apply to all actions commenced or 
pending in the said High Court of Justice in which any relief is sought 
which can be given in a county court.’’ Section 5 of the County Courts 
Act of 1867 provides that, ‘‘if, in any action commenced after the passing 
of this Act in any of her Majesty’s superior courts of record, the plaintiff 
shall recover a sum not exceeding £20 if the action is founded on con- 
tract, or £10 if founded on tort, whether dy verdict, judgment, by default, 
or on demurrer, or otherwise, he shall not be entitled to any costs of suit, 
unless the judge certify on the record that there was suflicient reason for 
yr ce he action in such superior court, or unless the court or a judge 
at cham shall, by rule or order, allow such costs.” Rule1 of order 
65 provides that, ‘‘subject to the provisions of the Acts and these rules, 
the costs of, and incident to, proceedings in the Supreme Court, 
incl the administration of estates and trusts, shall be in the discre- 
tion of the court or judge; provided that nothing herein contained shall 
deprive an executor, administrator, trustee, or mortgagee, who has not 
unreasonably instituted, or carried on, or resisted any proceedings, of any 
right to costs out of a particular estate or fund to which he would be 
entitled according to the rules hitherto acted upon in the Chancery 
Division : Provided also, that, where any action, cause, matter, or issue is 
tried with a jury, the costs shall follow the event, unless the judge by 
whom such action, cause, matter, or issue is tried, or the court shall, for 

cause, otherwise order.” It was argued that, it having been already 

ded that a trustee or mo ee, who has been disallowed costs on the 
ye nag has miscondu himself, has a right to appeal from the 
and the ing that he has misconducted himself, there 

must be a correlative right o ment, when the costs have been allowed, 
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there was no right of appeal, no leave to appeal having been obtained, 








The Court (Corron, Linprzey, and Lorzs, L.JJ.) held that 


Corron, L.J., said that section 49 took away the right of appealing from 
any order as to costs only, ‘‘ which by law are left to the discretion of the 
court.” It was immaterial whether the judge had, in fact, exercised his 
discretion, if the costs were ‘‘left to his discretion.’’? The only question 
was whether these costs were left to the discretion of the judge. That 
depended on rule 1 of order 65. If the first clause of the rule had stoog 
alone, then (subject to the introductory words) it would have been per. 
fectly clear that the costs of all proceedings would have been in the 
discretion of the judge. Then came the proviso as to executors, 
trustees, and mortgagees, and the effect was that all costs were to be in 
the discretion of the judge, except where a party had a right to costs, 
If he had such a right, it would be wrong to give the judge an arbitrary 
discretion. By a right to costs was meant aright resulting from the posi. 
tion of the party or from an implied or express contract. Unless that 
right had been lost, the judge had no discretion as to the costs in such a 
case. A mortgagee’s right to costs was founded on an implied contract 
with the mortgagor, but he lost the right if the court decided that he had 
acted improperly. If he had acted improperly his costs would be in the 
discretion of the judge. If the judge wrongly adfudicated that a 
mortgagee had acted improperly, and therefore disallowed him costs, the 
mortgagee had a right to appeal, because in such a case he had a right to 
his costs by contract. But, if his right by contract was lost by reason of 
his misconduct, then the discretion of the judge as to his costs came into 
operation under the prior part of rule 1, and there was no right of appeal, 
Section 49 said that there should be no appeal when the costs were left to 
the discretion of the judge; so that, even if it were shewn that the 
defendant had been guilty of misconduct, there would be no right of 
appeal. Linpuey, L.J., said that the general effect of rule 1 of order 65 
was, that all questions of costs, with two or three exceptions, were left to 
the discretion of the judge. The introductory words, ‘‘subject to the 
provisions of the Acts,”’ could only refer to section 67 of the Act of 1873, 
and that was one exception. ‘The first proviso was inserted for the 
protection of executors, trustees, and mortgagees from any arbitrary 
exercise of the discretion of the judge. Such persons were entitled to 
their costs as of right, unless they had misconducted themselves. The 
third exception was in the case of a trial by jury. With these exceptions 
all costs were in the discretion of the judge. Therefore section 49 
applied. Lorss, L.J., said that a ey had an absolute right to his 
costs, unless he had forfeited the right by his misconduct. Assuming that 
the defendant had forfeited his right, then the costs would have been in 
the discretion of the judge, and section 49 would apply. Covnse1, 
Millar, Q.C., and Russell Roberts; Marten, Q.C., and Chadwyck- Healey ; 
Edward Ford. Soutcrrors, Kennedy, Hughes, § Kennedy ; R. Blackett Jones, 





CASES AFFECTING SOLICITORS. 


THE LYDNEY AND WIGPOOL IRO™ ORE CO. v. BIRD— 
C. A. No. 2, 24th June. 


Soricrrorn—Costs—OrpEer To Rerunp Costs Pap 
VERSED ON APPEAL. 


A question arose in this case as to the power of the court to order 4 
solicitor, to whom, on the dismissal of an action with costs, a sum of 
money, which had been paid into court by the plaintiffs as security fot 
the costs of one of the defendants, had been paid out in part payment 
of his costs, to refund the money so paid to him on the subsequent re- 
versal by the Court of Appeal of the order dismissing the action. At the 
trial Pearson, J., dismissed the action, with costs to be paid by the plain- 
tiffs to the defendants, and the order provided that ‘‘the taxing master 
is to deduct the funds in court hereinafter directed to be paid to the 
defendants respectively on account of their said costs, and to certify the 
balance due to the defendants respectively. And it is ordered that the 
funds in court be dealt with as directed in the payment schedule hereto.” 
The payment schedule I., which was headed, ‘‘Security for Costs— 
Funds in Court, £363 7s. 6d.—Money on Deposit,” contained a direction, 
‘*pay money on deposit, and any interest, in part payment of defendant 
J. B.’s costs to be taxed under this order,’”? and the column headed 
‘* payees or transferees’? was filled in ‘“‘F. K. M. and F. W. M., co- 
partners, solicitors for J. B., defendant.” The plaintiffs appealed, but no 
application was made for a stay of rag getsongene under the jadgment 
pending the appeal, and the £363 7s. 6d. was paid out to the solicitors of 
J. B., in part payment of his costs. On the hearing of the appeal the 
Court of Ap (ante, p. 549) reversed the decision of Pearson, J., and 
held that the plaintiffs were entitled to the relief which they claimed. 
The plaintiffs’ counsel then asked that the order to be made on the appeal 
might direct J. B.’s solicitors to refund the money which had been paid 
to them out of court, instead of merely directing that J. B. should re 
it. The court consulted the registrars as to the practice, and they stated 
that no such case had ever arisen before. The Court (Corron, Lrypiey, 
and Lorzs, L.JJ.) held that the solicitor could not be ordered to refund. 
Corton, L.J., said that it would be yey on the ry application, 
to make a formal order against the solicitor to refund, as he was not 4 
party to the proceeding. But his lordship in no way encouraged the 
making of any application the solicitor after serving him; 
on the contrary, he thought that such an application would fail. 
As he read the order of Pearson, J., it did not direct the 
money in court to be paid to the solicitor in his own right, but 
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money to J. B., it had been paid out to his solicitor as his attorney. The 
first direction in the body of the order was simply a direction that the 

laintiffs were to pay the defendant’s taxed costs. Then there was a 
Jirection that the fund in court was to be paid to J. B. on account of 
his costs, not to his solicitor. The schedule only gave effect to that 
order, and it directed the money on deposit to be paid ‘‘in part pay- 
ment of the defendant J. B.’s costs.”” Then there was a direction as 
to the person to whom the payment was to be actually made on behalf 
of J. B.—viz., his solicitor. There was no separate, independent order 
for payment to the solicitor, but only a direction as to the mode in 
which the payment of J. B.’s costs was to be made. The solicitors 
received the money, not as principals, but as agents or attorneys for J. B., 
and he was the person who must refund it. Linpizy, L.J., said that 
it was clearly impossible to make an order on the solicitors to refund the 
money without their being served with notice of the application. 
Whether it would be right to make such an order on a Shaves 
application against the solicitor was not now before the court. But he 
thought that the principle was that which had been stated by Cotton, 
L.J. The order was drawn as it was merely to save the expense of a 

wer of attorney. Lorzs, L.J., concurred. 

The defendant’s counsel stated that he desired to appeal to the House 
of Lords from the reversal of the judgment of Pearson, J., and it was 
then ordered that the money should be paid into court again pending 
the appeal, the defendant undertaking to present an ne within seven 
days after the drawing up of the order on appeal, and to prosecute it 
with due diligence.—Covunset, Higgins, Q.C., and Bunting ; Giffard, Q.C., 
and Swinfen Eady; Cozens-Hardy, Q.C., H. Barton Buckley, and Daldy. 
Souscrtors, Hoddinott § Davis ; Munton § Morris ; Freeman § Bothamley. 





Re CORSELLIS, LAWTON v. ELWES—Kay, J., 23rd June. 
Soricrrorn—Costs—Taxation—Souicitor Trustg—E—Prorir Costs. 


This was an application by the plaintiff, by his next friend, asking that 
the taxing master’s certificate might be varied by disallowing certain 
costs which had been incurred under the following circumstances :— 
Nicholas Cesar Corsellis, who died in 1878, by his will, made in 1876, 
appointed N. C. O. Lawton, S. Turner, and H. J. Firman trustees 
thereof. On the death of S. Turner, the defendant, who was a solicitor 
carrying on business at Colchester in partnership with G. B. Turner, was 
appointed trustee in his place. N.C. C. Lawton died on the 2nd of May, 
1881, and H. J. Firman died on the 30th of September, 1881. Shortly 
after the death of the testator an application was made4o the court for 
an allowance for the maintenance of the plaintiff. To that application 
the defendant and his co-trustee, H. J. Firman, were made respondents, 
An appearance was entered for them by Messrs. Elwes & Sharpe, the 
London agents of the defendant's firm. The defendant was a member of the 
country firm but not of the London firm. The profit costs received by the 
defendant’s firm in respect of that application amounted to the sum of 
£16 9s. 2d. The defendant’s firm also acted as solicitors to the receiver 
of the estate, and received profit costs amounting to £15 6s. 1d. The 
defendant, on becoming the sole trustee, appointed his partner, G. B. 
Turner, steward of the Manor of Wivenhoe, which formed part of the 
testator's estate, who, in that capacity, received large sums by way of fees 
and costs from the copyholders. It was now sought to have these costs 
disallowed, and the fees in respect of the admissions and enfranchisements 
accounted for, on the ground that a trustee was not entitled to make a 
profit out of his trust. On behalf of the defendant it was contended, on 
the authority of Cradock v. Piper (1 M. & G. 664), that, with regard tu the 
costs of the application for maintenance, as the trustee was acting also 
on behalf of his co-trustee, the defendant was entitled to his costs. As 
regards the costs of the leases and fees in enfranchisements these did not 
come out of the estate, but were payable by the lessees and copy- 
holders, and the defendant was, therefore, entitled to retain them. 
Kay, J., said that the rule was a very clear and good one, that a solicitor 
could make no profit out of his trust. The rule was laid down by Lord 
Cranworth in Broughton v. Broughton (3 W. R. 130, 5 De G. M. & G. 160) 
that no one who had a duty to perform should place himself in a situation 
to have his interests conflicting with that duty, and that a case for the 
application of the rule was that of a trustee himself doing acts which he 
might employ others to perform and taking payment in some way for 
doing them. His lordship had now to apply that rule to the several 
Instances before him. In his opinion there was no gross impropriety in 
the matter. First of all, there was the charge of £16 9s. 2d. That 
arose in this way. The trustee was one of two trustees, and was carrying 
on business in partnership with Turner. There was no litigation, but an 
application was made to the court for maintenance of the infant plaintiff. 
In that application the defendant acted as solicitor for himself and his 
co-trustee, and there were profit costs—costs which had to be paid out of 
the estate. The question was whether this sum of £16 9s. 2d. was to be 

dout of the estate. Beyond all question the case came within the words of 

rd Cranworth’s judgment, and the costs were costs which the defendant 
could not retain. But it was said that this case came within the decision 
in Oradock v. Piper (1 M. & G. 664), because the defendant acted as solicitor, 
not only for himself, but also for his co-trustee. That case was, however, 
inconsistent with the decision of Lord Langdale in Bainbridge v. Blair (8 
Beay. 588), and was limited to costs incurred in a suit by Lincoln v. Windsor 
(9 Hare, 158), and was disapproved of by Lord Cranworth in Broughton v. 
Broughton. In that state of things, what was the court todo? It could 
not overrule Cradock v. Piper. His lordship could not see any distinction 
een the case of costs incurred in a suit and the case of costs incurred 
where there wasnosuit, and he, therefore, felt compelled to follow the sound 


allow these costs. Then came certain costs which were incurred after the 
defendant became the sole trustee of the will. The question was how 
far the defendant could retain the amounts which had allowed to 
him by his London agents. It was said that there was no absolute 
agreement with to costs between the defendant and Messrs. Elwes 
& Sharpe, but it was clear that they acted on the ordinary Me terms 
and shared the profits with the defendant. It was contended that these 
amounts were gratuities; but could a trustee accept a gratuity from the 
solicitor to the trust. The attempt to make out that this was not paid by 
way of arrangement made the case of the defendant worse, and his lord- 
ship was, therefore, bound to disallow them. Then as to the costs paid 
to the defendant when acting as solicitor for the receiver—was he entitled 
to retain them as against the estate? His duty asa trustee was to make 
the costs as small as ren whereas his interest as a solicitor was to 
increase them. His lordship was, therefore, of opinion that the rule 
applied, and that the defendant was not entitled to have profit costs out 
of the estate. Then came a different class of costs. When the defendant 
became the sole trustee, he appointed his partner, Turner, steward of the 
manor forming part of the testator’s estate, and, as such steward, Turner 
received fees on admission and on enfranchisement. It is said that he 
did not receive these fees out of the estate, but from the copyhold 
tenants. But these fees were carried to the credit of the def t's 
firm. What was the difference between a trustee appointing his partner 
steward, and sharing the fees with him, and appointing himself steward, 
and taking the fees. For the purposes of the rule there was no difference. 
His duty and interest conflicted. His duty as trustee was to keep down 
the fees as much as possible within reasonable limits ; his interest was to 
make them as high as possible. His lordship was, therefore, unable to 
see how they could be retained against the trust estate. To illustrate this, 
suppose the case of £50 being given by a tenant to the steward, in order 
to induce the steward to e the enfranchisement on easier terms. 
Could the trustee put the £50 into his own pocket? Probably the 
enfranchisement in such a case would be made on easier terms, and the 
result would be that the £50 would come out of the estate. The next 
matter was analogous—where the costs did not come aap out of the 
estate, and where the trustee acted as solicitor for himself and his firm in 
drawing and preparing leases or agreements for leases of the trust estate. 
Ii these costs were exorbitant the effect might be to prevent such leases 
or agreements from being granted at all, or, if granted, upon terms less 
advantageous to the estate. No authority had been cited to shew that a 
trustee could retain these costs —_ Whitney v. Smith (17 W. R. 579, 
L. R. 4 Ch. App. 513), but that case only referred to consequential business 
obtained by the solicitor from the mortgagor so introduced to him, the 
profits of which it was held that the cestui que trust could not follow and 
claim. His lordship, therefore, disallowed those profit costs. The costs 
of the inquiry and of this application would be costs in the action.— 
Counset, Graham Hastings, Q.C., and Swinfen Eady ; Kekewich, Q.C., and 
Bardswell, Sourcrrons, A. W. Digby ; Elwes § Sharpe. 


Re ROWLEY—Q. B. D., 22nd June. 
Souicrror AND CLrENtT—TAxaT1ON—Excessive Costs. 


This was an application for the review of the master’s taxation of a 
bill of costs delivered by a firm of solicitors to their client. ~An action 
had been brought by the client, an architect, for his fees, and the judge 
before whom it came on for trial ordered a verdict to be entered for the 
plaintiff subject to reference. The arbitrator awarded £1,000 to the 

laintiff on his claim. After the award the defendant became bankrupt. 
The client objected to the payment of the sum of £39 10s. for the costs 
of the award, though paid at his request, and also of certain costs incurred 
by the solicitors in obtaining a change of venue. In the latter case it was 
stated that the client and all his witnesses lived at a distance from London ; 
but the solicitors had, in the statement of claim, laid the venue in Middlesex 
on reasonable grounds, but without consulting their client; and it was 
urged that it was their duty to have ascertained his views as to the 
of trial before delivering the statement of claim. A. L. Smith, J., at 
chambers, held, on appeal from the master, that the solicitors were entitled 
to be paid their costs of taking up the award and also for obtaining a 
change of venue. The court now affirmed that decision. Lord Cotzniver, 
O.J., said that, because the defendant had become bankrupt, the client 
thought he ought to be able to sue his solicitor. The substantial connec- 
tion Tetuenn e two positions was obvious, but the logical connection 
was not; and there certainly was no justice in his demand. The amount 
of the arbitrator’s claim had been id referred to the client, and the 
solicitors had paid it with his assent. The case of In re Blythe and Fanshawe 
(31 W.R. 283) was quite different. There the costs incurred by the solicitors 
appeared to have been both unni and excessive. The court said that 
in such a case it was the duty of a citor to point out to the client 
beforehand the nature and extent of the charge he incurred. The Oourt 
of Appeal had differed from him (Lord Coleridge) in holding that 
the costs of experts were not subject to that rule, and the ground of their 
decision was reasonable, for the client had as good a j ent on the 
sum to be paid to such witnesses as the solicitor had. The amount 
paid to the arbitrator was as much within the comprehension ed 
ment of the client, and was necessarily incurred, for it was a sum without 
payment of which the award could not be taken up. With regard to 
the costs of the change of venue the amount would have been recoverable 
between party and party, and the fact that the defendant had become 
bankrupt could not be a reason for g the solicitor with such costs. 
Maruew, J., concurred. — Oounssn, Rosenthal; Coward, Soxicrrors, 





Tule laid down by Lord Cranworth in Broughton v, Broughton, and to dis- 


Clarke, Woodcock, $ Ryland, 
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SOCIETIES. 


THE GLOUCESTERSHIRE AND WILTSHIRE INCORPORATED 
LAW SOCIETY. 


The annual meeting of this society was held at Stroud on the 16th inst., 
Mr. Ellett, of Cirencester, the president of the society, in the chair. The 
report presented by the committee shewed a balance in the treasurer’s 
hands of £157, and that the present number of members is 108. The 
committee refer with regret to the death of Mr. Thomas Taynton, of 
Gloucester, a former president of the society. Amongst other subjects the 
report refers to the use of conditions of sale imposing on purchasers the 
payment of auctioneers’ fees. The society, some years since, passed a 
resolution, pledging its members to discontinue the practice then pre- 
vailing in Gloucester and other parts of the West of England, of charging 
purchasers with contract fees payable to the vendor’s solicitors. That 
practice appears to be now generally abandoned in this district, but the 
use of conditions making purchasers liable to auctioneers’ fees, although 
to a large extent also discontinued, appears to be still adhered to by some 
practitioners. This subject gave rise to an animated debate, and, 
ultimately, a resolution moved by Mr. Henry Kinneir, of Swindon, and 
seconded by Mr. G. Whitcombe, of Gloucester, that the practice of 
On fees to purchasers should be abandoned, was car- 
ried. e subject of the solicitors’ certificate duty in connection with Mr. 
O’Hea’s Bill, was discussed, and a resolution against taking steps in sup- 
port of such a bill was moved by Mr. Warman, of Stroud, seconded 
by Mr. Tombs, of Swindon, and carried unanimously. Grants to the 
amount of £80 were made to the widows and daughters of deceased 
members. At the close of the meeting the members dined together, the 
chair being taken by Mr. Ellett, and the vice-chair by Mr. R. G. Francis, 
of Stow-on-the- Wold, supported by Mr. E. W. Coren, of Gloucester, the 
honorary secretary. Visitors present were Mr. E. C. Little, J.P., a 
former member of the society, and Mr. Vernon Smith, of the Chancery 
bar, the latter, in responding to the toast of the bar, expressed, with the 
evident approval of those present, the opinion that the interests of the 
profession and the public are best served by the continuance of the pre- 
sent division of the profession into two branches, 





The following are extracts from the report of the committee :— 

Agricultural Holdings (England) Act, 1883—Distress Clauses.—At the last 
annual general meeting your committee reported the opinion of the 
council of the Incorporated Law Society, that the bailiffs certificated by 
county court judges under this Act to levy distresses on agricultural 
holdings are not entitled to the percentage on the amount levied, given 
by the schedule to the Act. The point has since been so decided in a case 
in the Berkshire County Court, taken up as a test case at the instance of 
Messrs. Wood & Audrey, of Chippenham, members of this society. As 
the point has not been raised in the High Court there is at present no 
binding authority ; but, in the meantime, the committee repeat their 
recommendation to the members to resist any attempt on the part of the 
bailiffs to appropriate the percentage. 

Solicitors’ Annual Certificate Duty.—A Bill to repeal the certificate duty 
has been introduced in the House of Commons in the present session by 
Mr. O’Hea. Your committee having received a communication from the 
council of the Incorporated Law Society inviting an expression of opinion 
on the Bill, replied to the effect that they considered it inexpedient to 
take any steps at the present time to promote such a Bill. This view was 
Sodksty. by the recent special general meeting of the Incorporated Law 


Death Duties—Limitation of Claims of the Crown.—In response to a 
communication from the council of the Incorporated Law Society, your 
committee requested local Members of Parliament to support a motion 
made by Mr. angey in favour of the limitation of claims of the Crown 
in respect of death duties, with the object of protecting purchasers and 
mortgagees, trustees and executors from the risk they now incur by 
reason of latent claims of this description. The motion was favourably 
received, and, in committee on the Customs and Inland Revenue Bill, 
Mr. Gregory moved clauses for introducing a limitation of six years, with 
incidental provisions, including a provision that the statutory advertise- 
ment for creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. c. 35, s. 29, shall Epply to claims 
for duty in like manner as to other debts of a deceased person. The 
clauses were not accepted by the Government, but a promise was given 
that the subject would be dealt with in another Bill. 

Trustees—Depreciatory Conditions. —The committee regret that the 
Trustees’ Relief Bill referred to in their last report has not become law, 
and that no legislation has yet taken place to relieve trustees from the 
numerous risks and pitfalls to which they are exposed, especially those 
caused by certain recent decisions. Pending such legislation, it is in the 
power of the profession to do something to remedy the evil by inserting 
more ample powers in wills and settlements, especially in regard to the 
conditions which may be used on sales and the amount which may be 
advanced on mortgage. A form for this purpose has just been issued by 
the Incorporated Law Society. 

Conditions of Sale—Auction Fees.—The attention of the committee has 
again been called tothe use of conditions of sale imposing on purchasers 
the payment of auctioneers’ fees, and they have given a promise to 
mem of the society to refer to the subject in this report with a view to 
taking the sense of the general meeting upon it. It will be remembered 
that the society has distinctly discountenanced the use of conditions 
charging contract fees to purchasers, and that, in the reports of the 





committee adopted in the years 1882 and 1883, resolutions of the 
Incorporated Law Society and of the practitioners at Gloucester ang 
Bristol against charging purchasers with auctioneers’ fees, were referred 
to with approval. It is believed that the practice of charging contract 
fees is now generally abandoned; but some members of the society stil] 
charge auctioneers’ fees to purchasers, and it —— to the committee 
desirable that a distinct recommendation on the latter point should be 
given by the society for the guidance of its members. 

Bills of Sale Act—Re Barber.—The decision of the Court of Appeal in 
Ez parte Barber (17th April, 1886,) to the effect that a bill of sale in which 
the grantor has conveyed as ‘‘ beneficial owner” is invalid, has occasioned 
very considerable alarm in the profession. Thisform having been adopted 
by eminent conveyancing counsel, has come largely into use, and not only 
may the interest of many bills of sale holders be prejudiced, but solicitors 
by whom such bills of sale have been prepared may be involved in serious 
consequences. Your committee requested the president to support the 
representations on the subject made to the council of the Incorporated 
Law Society by several provincial societies ; and it is understood that the 
council will endeavour to obtain an Act of Parliament to obviate the con- 
sequences of the decision as regards bills of sale already executed. 

Land Tenure and Transfer.—The prominence given to this subject by the 
leading politicians prior to the elections of last autumn, led to the 
anticipation that some considerable measure of legislation upon it 
would have been proposed in the present session, but that auticipation 
has not been realized. In the meantime, however, the council of the 
Incorporated Law Society, and subsequently the bar committee, have done 
valuable service by issuing carefully prepared statements as to the 
existing law, the attempts which have already been made to establish a 
system of registration, and the causesof the failure of such attempts, 
The “‘ Land Tenure and Transfer Bill’’ and the ‘‘ Glebe Lands Bill,” the 
former to amend the Settled Land Act, 1882, and simplify titles, and the 
latter to facilitate the sale of glebe lands, are Bills which, on the particular 
points with which they deal, appear calculated to introduce useful reforms, 
These Bills have been carefully considered by your committee, who are 
prepared to suggest certain amendments should the Bills be proceeded 
with. 

Leaseholds (Facilities of Purchase of Fee Simple) Bill.—This Bill has been 
again introduced and the committee cannot but repeat the opinion ex- 
pressed in their last report that, without greater safeguards than it 
— it might be made the means of inflcting very serious injury upon 

essors. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 


At a general examination of students of the Inns of Court, lately held 
at Lincoln’s-inn Hall, the Council of Legal Education awarded to Francis 
Ernest Bradley, Gray’s-inn, a studentship in Jurisprudence and Roman 
Law of 100 guineas, to continue for a period of two years; and George 
John Robert Murray, Inner Temple, a studentship in Jurisprudence and 
Roman Law of 100 guineas for one year. The Council also awarded to 
James Herbert Bakewell, Lincoln’s-inn, the Barstow Law Scholarship. 

The Council awarded to the following students certificates that they 
have satisfactorily passed a public examination :—James Herbert Bake- 
well, Lincoln’s-inn ; William Edwin Barling, Middle Temple; Valentine 
Edward Beldam, Middle Temple ; Roander Albert Henry Bickford-Smith, 
Inner Temple ; Cotterell Egerton-Ward Boughton-Leigh, Inner Temple ; 
Hen: ward Chataway, Middle Temple; Arion George Christopher, 
Middle Temple; Arthur Coomber, Inner Temple; Reginald Robert 
Corkling, Lincoln’s-inn ; Maneckji Byramji Dadabhoy, Middle Temple ; 
William Hammon Devenish, Middle Temple; Frederick Chester Wells 
Durrant, Middle Temple; Lourenco Edye, Middle Temple; Samuel 
Henry Emanuel, Inner Temple; James Oswald Fairfax, Inner Temple ; 
Hugh Fraser, Inner Temple; James Gault, Middle Temple; Francis 
Hughes Gibb, Inner Temple; Charles Storey Gilman, Inner Temple; 
James Charles Gordon, Gray’s-inn; John Herbert Greenhalgh, Inne? 
cee Frederick Arthur Greer, Gray’s-inn; John Humphreys Gretton, 
Middle Temple ; Thomas Robinson Grey, Inner Temple; Herman Georg® 
Gwinner, Inner Temple; Mahomed Hameed-Uliah, Lincoln’ s-inn ; 
Frederic William an, Middle Temple; Trevitt Reginald Hine- 
Haycock, Lincoln’s-inn; William Cuthbert Holmes, Middle Temple ; 
Frederick Gardnor Hopkins, Lincoln’s-inn ; Joseph Hurst, Inner Temple; 
Bret Ince, Lincoln’s-inn; Abdul Jalil, ddle Temple; Duncan 
M‘Kenzie Kerly, Inner Temple; Josiah Charles Eagle Knight, Middle 
Temple; Vinayak Gaupatral Kothare, Middle Temple; Leon Leclezio, 
Middle Temple; Ernest Le Sueur, Inner Temple; Edwin Archibald Ley, 
Inner Temple ; Sydney Low, Middle Temple ; h Robert Lumley, 
Middle Temple; Luke Livingston Macassey, Middle Temple; Michael 
Feely M‘Grenahan, Middle Temple; Herbert James Hay Mackay, Middle 
Temple ; Halford John Mackinder, Inner Temple; Arthur Macnamara, 
Lincoln’s-inn ; John .~ Mellor, Inner Temple; Arnold Louis Mumm, 
Lincoln’s-inn; John Iltyd Dillwyn Nicholl, Inner Temple; Charles 
Edmund Pearson, Lincoln’s-inn; John Stapylton Grey Pemberton, 
Middle Temple; Henry Erle Richards, Inner Temple; Henry William 
Kent Roscoe, Lincoln’s-inn ; Benjamin Atkinson Ross, Inner Temple; 
Charles Sharp, Middle | ag ; Fordyce James Sheridan, Inner Temple; 
Frederick Smith, Middle Temple ; 7 Sims Smith, Lincoln’s-inn; 
John Sidney Snelgrove, Inner Temple; Thomas Moffitt Stevens, Gray’s- 
inn; Francis James Stopford, Middle Temple; Michael Henry Temple 
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Inner Temple; Alfred Patten Thomas, Middle Temple; Edward Darby 
Vesey, Gray’s-inn; Herbert John Whittle, Inner Temple; Arthur 
Stanley Wills, Middle Temple; Charles Wilson, Middle Temple; 
Cristopher Mounsey Wilson, Inner Temple; and Robert Vaughan 
Wynne, Gray’s-inn. 

At a general examination of students of the Inns of Court, lately held 
at Lincoln’s-inn-hall, the following passed a satisfactory examination in 
Roman Law:—George Leslie Bannerman, Gray’s-inn; Stuart Lesley 
Bathurst, Inner Temple ; Arthur Yates Baxter, inner Temple ; Benjamin 
Bennett, Middle Temple; Arthur Close Borton, Inner Temple; Henry 
Griffith Cheshire, Inner Temple; William Miller Christy, Inner Temple ; 
William Henry Dumsday, Gray’s-inn; William Edward Elsworthy, 
Inner Temple; Henry Newland Field, Inner Temple; Lewis George Fry, 
Inner Temple ; Robert Sidney Giles, Middle Temple; John Roger Rush 
Godfrey, Inner Temple ; Edward Alfred Goulding, Inner Temple ; John 
Mahan Gover, Middle Temple; Joseph Thornton Harrison, Middle 
Temple; Anthony Hope Hawkins, Middle Temple; Thomas Arnold 
Herbert, Inner Temple; William Higgins, Inner Temple; Edward Vaux 
Huggett, Middle Temple; Inayatullah, Middle Temple; Ardeshir 
Rustomji Pestonji Kapadia, Lincoln’s-inn; John Kemp, Lincoln’s-inn ; 
Ernest William Lavington, Inner Temple; Wilfrid Lawson, Inner 
Temple; Ebenezer Le Riche, Middle Temple; Thomas Minstrell, Middle 
Temple; Charles Thomas Musgrave, Lincoln’s-inn; Francis William 
Pember, Lincoln’s-mn; John Danvers Power, Inner Temple; Edward 
Millard Pratt, Middle Temple; Alfred Edward Randall, Lincoln’s-inn ; 
Ermest Augustus Robinson, Middle Temple ; Henry Cooper Kose, Middle 
Temple; Arthur Augustus Saltren-Willett, Lincoln’s-inn; Thomas 
Bailey Saunders, Inner Temple; Alexander Faulkner Shand, Lincoln’s- 
inn; William Hartshorne Shorthose, Inner Temple; John Southall, 
Lincoln’s-inn ; Charles Denton Steel, Middle Temple; Hugh Murray 
Sturges, Lincoln’s-inn; Arthur Theodore Thring, Lincoln’s-inn; 
William Edward Vernon, Middle Temple ; John Harrison Wagner, Inner 
Temple; Thomas Walker, Inner Temple; Harold Baillie Weaver, Inner 
Temple; Walter Patrick Whitty, Inner Temple; Horace Wilson, Middle 
Temple; and Frank Thomas Wrigley, Lincoln’s-inn. 








OBITUARY. 


MR. HENRY PEAKE. 


Mr. Henry Peake, solicitor (of the firm of Peake, Snow, & Peake), died 
at Sleaford on the 20th inst. Mr. Peake was born in 1821. He was 
admitted a solicitor in 1846, and for many years he had conducted a large 
practice at Sleaford. He was a perpetual commissioner for Lincolnshire, 
registrar of the Sleaford County Court (Circuit No. 17), and clerk to the 
county magistrates. Mr. Peake was, at the time of his death, associated 
: | stqugamaaa with Mr. Henry Snow and with his son, Mr. Henry Arthur 

e. 


en 


MR. ROBERT PHILIP TYRWHITT. 


Mr. Robert Philip Tyrwhitt, barrister, many years a metropolitan police 
magistrate, died at Oxford on the 18th inst., in his eighty-eighth year. 
Mr. Tyrwhitt was the eldest son of Mr. Richard Tyrwhitt, barrister, 
Recorder of Chester, and was born in 1798. He was called to the bar at 
the Middle Temple in Hilary Term, 1825, and he practised for many years 
on the Oxford Circuit. He was the author of a series of Exchequer 
Reports, and of a ‘‘Summary of the Law of Special Pleading,’”’ and he 
edited ‘‘ Dickinson’s Quarter Sessions.’”? In 1847 he was appointed a 
metropolitan stipendiary magistrate by Sir George Gray. He presided for 
many years at the Clerkenwell Police Court, and in 1871, after twenty-four 
years’ service, he retired on a pension. Mr. Tyrwhitt was married in 
1824 to the daughter of Mr. Henry St. John. He had been a widower 
since 1863, and he leaves three sons. 


MR, EDMUND HAVILAND BURKE, 


Mr. Edmund Haviland Burke, barrister, died on the 17thinst. Mr. 
Burke was the only son of Mr. Thomas Haviland Burke, barrister, and 
was born in 1837. He was educated at Eton, and he was called to the 
bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Easter Term, 1860. He practised for several years 
in the Court of Chancery, being also a member of the Oxford Circuit. 
In 1865 he was a candidate for Christchurch in the Conservative interest, 
but he was defeated by the late Admiral Walcott. He again contested 
that borough in 1868, when he defeated Sir Henry Drummond Wolff, He 
was a steady supporter of the first administration of Mr. Gladstone. Mr. 
Burke resigned his seat at Christchurch at the General Election of 1874, 
and he did not again attempt to enter Parliament. 


MR, HENRY WYATT HART. 


Mr. Henry Wyatt Hart, of the Inner Temple, whose death, at the age 
of 35, occurred at Aden on June 20, was the eldest son of the late Rev. 
Cornelius Hart, M.A., formerly vicar of Old St. Pancras. Educated at 
St. John’s College, Cambridge, Mr. Wyatt Hart was called to the bar on 
April 25, 1877, and joined the Western Circuit. He practised mainly in 
the Bankruptcy Court, and published, in 1880, a work on the bankruptcy 
law, which attained a second edition in 1884, He was joint author of 





‘* Rules of Discovery and Inspection in the High Court,”’ and of a “‘ Guide 
to Wills,’’ and for some time he contributed of bankruptcy cases 
to this journal. Last year he left England for the benefit of his health 
and settled in Queensland, returning from which place, as above stated, 
he died at Aden. 








LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Marruew Ricuton Wess, solicitor, of Barbican-chambers, Barbican, 
has been appointed Registrar of the Whitechapel County Court (Circuit 
No. 39). Mr. Webb is the son of Mr. Matthew Webb, solicitor. He was 
admitted a solicitor in 1878, and he isin partnership with his brother, 
Mr. Richard Frederick Webb. 


Mr. Henry Hartizy Fow er, solicitor, M.P., financial secretary to the 
Treasury, has been appointed a Member of the Privy Council. Mr. 
Fowler is the son of the Rev. Joseph Fowler, and was born in 1830. He 
was admitted a solicitor in 1852. He is a member of the firm of Fowler & 
Perks, of 147, Leadenhall-street, and of the firm of Corser, Fowler, & 
Langley, of Wolverhampton, and he is clerk to the South Staffordshire 
Mines Drainage Commissioners. Mr. Fowler was mayor of Wolverhamp- 
ton in 1863. He was M.P. for that borough in the Liberal interest from 
1880 till 1885, when he was returned for the Eastern Division. He was 
Under-Secretary of State for the Home Department in Mr. Gladstone’s 
last administration, and he was appointed financial secretary to the 
Treasury in Febrary last. 


DISSOLUTION OF PARTNERSHIP. 
Henry Wituram Trinper, Arnotp Trinper, and Freprrick Romer, 
solicitors (Trinders & Romer), 47, CornhilJ, so far as regards the said 
Frederick Romer only. June 22. [ Gazette, June 22.] 








COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE, 
Rota OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


APPEAL COURT APPEAL COURT Mr. Justice 
No. 1. No. 2. V. C. Bacon. och 


Mr. Leach 
Beal 


Date. 


Mon.,June 21 Mr. Jackson Mr. Farrer 
Tues ........ 22 Carrington King 
Wednesdy. 23 Pugh Farrer 
Thursday.. 24 King 
Friday ...... 25 al Farrer 
Saturday .. 26 King 
Mr. Justice 
CHITTY. 


Mr. Clowes 
Koe 





. Pemberton 
Ward 
Pemberton 
Ward 


arc 
Pemberton 
Ward 


COURT OF APPEAL. 
TRINITY SITTINGS, 18386. 
NoTicE.—Queen’s Bench Final Appeals in Court I., and Chancery 
Agente (omen List) in Court 11., will be taken on the usual days during Trinity 


"Gans Bench Interlocatory Appeals in Court I., and Chancery Interlocutory 


A Js in Court II., willaleo be taken as usual, every Wednesday, during the 
Sittings. Bankruptcy Appeals also, as usual, on Fridays in Court L 

Appeals from the Lancaster Palatine Court, which have been d over in 
the General List, will be taken in Court II. on Thursday, July ist, and 
on the first Thursday in the following month of August, namely :—Taursday, 


5th. : 
AN fhe Admiralty Appeals (with Assessors) will be taken in Court I. on days to be 


pecially appointed by the court. 
: eis APPEALS FOR HEARING. 
(Set down to Satarday, June 12th, inclusive.) 


FROM THE CHANCERY DIVISION, THE PROBATE, DIVORCE, 
AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION (PROBATE AND DIVORCE), 
AND THE COUNTY PALATINE AND STANNARIES COURTS. 

For Hearing. 
(General List.) 
1885 
i reyfus Bros & Co app of defts Dreyfus Bros & Co, 

— ay ry “Fastios Pearson, dated 26 Maron 1885 April 1 (SO 

ise ice Poies, deod Pearson and ors v Attoraey-General app of W A Whit- 
aker and Wife (parties attending, Xo), from order of Mr Justice Chitty dis- 
allowing claim and declaring for iliegitimacy, dated 29 July, 1885 Aug 24 


$ O June 30 ; : 
The United ‘Telephone Cov Bassano app of defts from judgt of Mr Justice 


North, dated 12 Aug 1885 Sept 23 
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In re Hadden’s Patent and In re Boult’s Patent Designs and T M Act, 1883 
Walker v The Hydro Carbon Syndicate 1d app of Robert Walker from order 
of V C Bacon dismissing petition, dated 5 Dec 1884 Sept 24 

In re The New Callao ld and Co’s Acts, 1862 and 1867 app of the Co from wind- 
ing up order made by Mr Justice A L Smith sitting as Vacation Jadge for Mr 
Justices Kay, dated 3 — 1885 Oct2 (security for £25 ordered Deo 11) 

In re The West Callao Gold Mining Co and Co’s Acts app of the Co from wind- 
ing up order made by Mr Justice A L Smith sitting as Vacation Judge, dated 
3 Sept 1885 Oct 2 oy for £25 ordered Dee 11) 

Walker v James app of pit from judgt of Mr Justice North, dated 30 July 1885 
Nov 5 (security ordered 11 Now 1885) 

Mayor, &o, of Plymouth v Martin app of defts from judgt of Mr Justice Kay 
dated 28 Oct 1884 Nov 7 a, for £20 ordered Nov 4) 

Norton (now Baron Grantley) v Johnstone (Petition) app of C GC Norton 

ving li , &c) against order of Mr Justice Pearson letting int» possession 
1] Aug 1885 Dec 2 

In re the Bristol Joint Stock Bank, Imd, and Co’s Acts Petition of Richardson 
andanr app of petitioner from order of V C Bacon, dated 16 Nov 1885 

petition to wind up Co Deo9 (order not perfected) 

In re James Hickey, decd, Hickey v Colmer app of Gawton Min 


Co, Imd 
and deft Colmer from order of Mr Justice Kay, varying C C e rtificate 
dated 7 Dec 1885 Dec 28 


1886, 


In re Leeman, decd, Darley v Tennant spp of deft from jadgt of Mr Justice 
North, dated 23 Joly 1885 Jan2 part heard May 8, 1886 (S O June 23) 

In re Argyll Coal & Cannel Co ld & Co’s Acts (J Watson’s case) app of Joseph 
Watson from order of Mr Justice Kay, dated 21 Deo 1885 Janll (SO 
July 1 

Frasklin Hocking & Cold v AB Fraser & Co app of deft from judgt of VC 
Bacon, dated 25 Nov 1885 Jan 11 (8 O till after motion disposed of, by order, 


May 11 

Walker T Smith, Finlayson & Co app of plt from judgt of V C Bacon, dated 
3 Feb 1885 Feb1 (Security ordered May 12) 

In re London Celluloid Co and Co’s Acts claim of the Swaisland Printing Co 
app of the Swaisland Co from order of V C Bacon, dated 22 Jan, 1896, dis- 
dieving claim Feb9 (SO July 4) 

In re Jane S Boyse, decd Crofton vy Crofton (Okhotnikoff’s claim) app of W N 
Okhotnikoff from refasal of Mr Justice Pearson, dated 18 Jan, 1886 Feb 10 
(SOJT -_* 

In re Thos Maxwell Hunt & Ux Marriage Settlement Trusts and 10 & 11 Vict c 
96 app of Thos Hunt, jon, admr of Thomas Hunt, deo, from order of V C 
Bacon, dated 19 Dec, 1885 Feb 17 

London, Chatham, and Dover Ry Cov South Eastern Ry Co app of dft from 
on re of Mr Justice Chitty, dated 2 Feb, 1886, on point of law Feb 25 

In re C H Thorneley, dec Thorneley vy Thorneley app of plt from order of Mr 
Justice Chitty, dated 5 Feb, 1886 Feb 25 

In reC T Thorneley, dec Thorneley v Thorneley app of pit from order of Mr 
Justice Chitty, dated 5 Feb, 1886 Feb 27 SO June 25 

Hanter v Caldecott app of dft Jno Caldecott & ors from order of Mr Justice 
Pearson . —-. dated os nag a Feb 27 ‘ ite . , 

Sadgrove v ~ app of inger and another from judgment o 
Mr mid North, dated 20 Feb, 1885 March 1 Security for £40 ordered 
A 


In re Stewart Campbell’s Trust ani Charing Cross Extension Act app of 
Susanna Nelson and ora from order of Mr Justice Pearson, dated 13 Feb, 1885 


March 2 
James & Sons v Soulby and anr, trading as M. J Parry &Co InreM J Parry 
and In re James’s Trade Mark and T M Act, 1883 app of James & Sons from 
judgment of Mr Justice Pearson, dated 21 Dec, 1885 Mar 3 
Trustee in Bankruptcy of Alex C Pooley a bankrupt v Whetham app of pit from 
jadgment of Mr Justice Pearson, dated 23 Feb, 1886 March 3 
Fairburn & Hall v Household and anr (Kay, J) app of pits from judgment of 
Mr Justice Day at trial on 6 Feb, 1886, for Mr Justice Kay in Salford Div 
of Lancaster by order of C A 12 Aug, 1885 March 3 
Davidson v Weston app of plt from judgment of Mr Justice Day, dated 10 Feb, 
1886 March 12 
— vB a app offplts from judgment of Mr Justice Kay, dated 27 Oct, 
In re Jno Tandy, dec Tandy v Tandy app of dft P A Le Feuvre and wife from 
order of Bir Justice Chitty, dated 14 Jan, 1886 March 16 
Wright v Robotham app of dfts from judgment of Mr Justice Kay, dated 16 
a. ‘Whaley, deo Wh yt Learoy: f dfte f gment of 
n re hii » dec iteley v d app of dfte from jud tof V C 
dated 16 March, 1886, and contention o Tsefte March 23 
In reB iteley, dec Whiteley vy Learoyd app of plts from same judgment 


In re Cornelius H Christmas, dec Martin v Lacon, Bart rae of Attorney Gen 
from part of order of Mr Justice Chitty on tur con, dated 18 Nov, 1885 Mar 26 
— v Ty spp of pit from judgment of Mr Justice North, dated 18 May, 


In re Henrietta Garnett, dec Robinson v Gandy app of dft Seow Sow and 
wife from order of Mr Justice Kay on fur con, dated 12 Dec, 1885 March 29 
In re Henrietta G dec Robinson v Gandy 44 of Mary Hester, wife of 
et 4 Ad arch 30 
re 


, &c) from same order 
dec Stevenson v Stevenson app of pit from judgment of Mr 
Justice Pearson, dated 11 Marcb, 1886 April 3 
Boyes v Stewart spp of pit from judgment of Mr Justice Day at trial at Liver- 
pool for Mr Justice Pearson, dated 22 Feb, 1886 April5 
Probate, The Solicitor of the Treasury v Sarah Ann White app of S A White 
from refusal of Mr Justice Butt on 2 Feb 1886 to grant admn to applt as first 
cousin once removed & April 12 
In re Vernon Ewens & Co ld & Co’s Acts app of the Official Liquidator from 
order of V C Bacon as to priority of m &c, dated 24 Feb 1 April 12 


In re The Barancannes Mining Co ld & Co’s Acts ex pte J M Henderson, 
Trustee in Bankru purchaser to be paid in 


cash of HC Saxguns (Laguidater® fons cntes ot Justice Chitty, dated 
8pp of Mr Jus 
25 1886, allowing claim April 12 F 

= app of dft from jdgt of Mr Justice Kay dated 6 Feb 1886 


Heyes (since dec) v 8 H , widow v Stapleton app of plt from 
jégt of Mr Justice North dated 18 Mer 1886 April 14 , ems 





— 


Lord Dynevor v tse app of plt from jdgt of Mr Justice Pearson dated 19 


Mar 1886 A 
Collier v Chadwick Chadwick v Chadwick app of pits in lst action and dfts in 
2nd action from order of Mr Justice Kay, dated 8 Dec 1885 April 14 
In re London Fish Market & National Fishery Cold & Co's Acts (G P Witty 
yom A PP of G P Witt from refusal of Mr Justice Kay, dated 23 Feb 1889 
pri 
Bedwell v Trower app of dft from jdgt of Mr Justice North dated 16 Marg 





1886 April 15 
In re Kent’s Mortgage, dated 14 Feb 1878 Kent v Kinch app of dft W Kink 
from order of V acon, dated 30 March 1886 April 16 


In re Sir James Bourne, dec Buchanan v May app of dft from jdgt of V¢ 
Bacon, dated 27 Oct 1885 April 17 

Easton v Joint Stock Bank ld app of dft from jdgt of Mr Justice Pearsog 
dated 10 Feb 1686 April 19 

In re Jno Roberts, dec Kiffv Roberts app of plt (in forma pauperis by order) 
from jdgt of Mr Justice Pearson, dated 23 March 1886 April 19 

In re T W B Aveling, dec Aveling v Aveling app of Fanny Burdett from VC 
Bacon ge | aay on appln to vary Chief Clerk’s Certificate, dated 20 

Elba tH ig f dft from jdgt of Mr Justice P ting specific 
isha vy Hunt app of dft from jdgt of Mr Justice Pearson gran’ 

‘ormance, dated 23 March 1886 April 21 

Mowatt v The Castle Steel & Iron Works Co, Id (claim of Robins & Co, 1d) a 

o4 on A Co, ld, from order of Mr Justice Chitty, dated 14 Apa, 
2 

Horlock v Druitt app of pit from judgt of Mr Justice North for Mr Justice Kay, 
dated 10 Mar, 1886 May 3 

Holgate v Shutt app of plt from order of V C Bacon varying \Chicf Clerk's 
certificate, dated 15 April, 1886 May 4 

In re Estate of Samuel Mills, dec, and 3 & 4 Vict (additional thoroughfares), and 
9 & 10 Vict (construction of new street) app of the Commrs of H M Works 
and Public Buildings from part of order of VC Bacon, dated 27 Mer, 1886 


May 6 
In re W Coulton, dec, Hamling v Elliott app of J B Green and anr from order 
of Mr Justice Pearson declaring legacy not subject to mortgage May 6 
<a v Young appof pit from judgt of VC Bacon dismissing action 
ay 10 
Williams v Jones app of pits and deft W Williams from order of Mr Justice Kay 
on fur con directing set off of taxed costs May 11 
Williams v Peel River Laud & Mineral Co, ld app of plts from judgt of Mr 
Justice North, dated 26 Feb, 1886 May 14 
Lister v Norton Bros & Co, ld app of plt from judgt of Mr Justice Chitty, dated 
30 Mar, 1886, and notice of contention by defts May 14 
F W Reynolds & Coy Amos & Hunt app of defts from judgt of V C Bacon, 
dated 12 May, 1886 May 17 
In re Benj T B Baillie, dec, Fitzgerald v Noad app of plt from order of Mr 
a aaa North for Mr Justice Pearson on originating sumns, dated 13 May, 1886 
ay 
Gorringe v Irwell Indiarubber Gutta Percha Works, ld app of Messrs Heilbut 
Symons & Co from order of V C Bacon, dated 19 April, 1886 May 20 
Edison & Swan United Light Co, ld v Woodhouse & Rawson app of defts from 
judgt of Mr Justice Butt for Mr Justice North, dated 20 May, 1886 May 21 
Edison & Swan United Light Cold v Woodhouse & Rawson app of dfte from 
jdgt of Mr Justice Butt (sitting as an additional Judge of the Chan Div) dated 
25 May, 1885 May 28 
In re a Contract dated 28th July, 1885, for sale of Real Estate in the City of 
Chester, between Robert Parker and ors of one part, and John Beech of other 
part, and V & P Adt, 1874 app of John Beech from refusal of Mr Justice 
Kay to insert mortgage recitals in conveyance May 22 
Craven v Ingham app of pits from order of Mr Justice Kay varying Chief 
Clerk’s certificate, dated April 14, 1886 May 24 
In re H B Strangwaye, dec Hickley v Strangways app of dfts H B T Strang- 
ways and Wife from order of Mr Justice Chitty on originating summons, dated 
Nov 4, 1885 May 26 
In re W H Wright, dec Baines v Wright app of dft Knight from order of 
pA. Bacon declaring annuity payable at testator’s death, dated May 5, 1986 
une 1 
In re Isaac Ivory, dec Chippendall vIvory app of dft Johu Ivory from order of 
Mr Justice Pearson, dated 29 March, 1886 June l 
In re F Trower, dec Kemble v Trower Young (trustee) v Trower app of dfts 
from — “ Mr Justice Kay to vary Chief Clerk’s certificate, dated 13 May, 
1886 June 
In re Margaret Brome, dec Martindale v Freeman app of dfts M G Martindale 
& ors from order of Mr Justice Kay, dated 6 May, 1886 June 11 


From Orders made on Interlocutory Motions in the Chancery Division. 
——— List. 


86. 

Charles v Jones app of plt from order of V C Bacon directing taxation of mort 
gagee’s costs, dated 20 March, 1886 (part heard June 11) 

In re J. G. Alford, dec Huntv Parry app of plt from Mr Justice Pearson re- 
fusing allowance of —— out of estate for maintenance and education, dated 
6 April, 1886 A (S O July 1) 

In re fi J Jo:ephson, dec, Clare v Clare app of Albert Nash from order of V C 
oe on sumns, dated 15 April, 1886 May 4 (security for £10 ordered 
1 ) 

Foster y The National Conservative Industrial Dwellings Assoc app of plt from 
refusal of Mr Justice Kay to restrain acting on reeolution of General Meeting, 
dated 4 May, 1886 May 24 . 

Ellis v Stewart app of pit from order of V C Bacon discharging receiver, dated 
21 May, 1886 May 26 

Lewis v James app of deft from V C Bacon refusing leave to amend defence, 
dated 21 May, 1886 Lewis v James app of deft from V C Bacon refusing order 
for farther affidavit of documents, dated 7 May, 1886 May 29 

Hopkinson v Peruvian Guano Co, ld app of deft Co from order of Mr Justice 

hitty for further affidavit of documents and answer to interrogatories, dated 5 
May, 1886 May 29 (SO July 12, by order) 

Bateman v Poplar Board of Works app of defts from Mr Justice North restrain- 

ing offensive smells from sewers ania defte control May 31 (SO June 30, 


b 
Tbe London & Leicester Hosiery Co, 1d v Greswold app of ptls from order of Mr 
Justice North restraining sale of stockings contrary to covenant June 3 
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Locke v White app of deft from refusal of Mr Justice North to set aside notice 
for trial at Winchester June 4 

Mellor vy Thompson app of dft from refusal of Mr Justice Chitty to order further 
affidt of ew and li - | » mg A ge —* ak une 10 - 

Cadman v Cadman app of plte from Mr Justice North refusing crder for 
maintenance of infant, dated 31 May, 1886 June 11 an 

Micklethwait v The Newlay Bridge Co, ld app of deft Co from V C Bacon re- 
Gotaios erection of footbridge over river and interference with right of way 
June 

Appeals from the County Palatine Court of Lancaster. 
From Final Orders and Judgments. 


1885. 
E Ebrard & Co v Gassier and Baume app of dfts from judgt of the Vice-Chan- 
cellor dated July 22,1885 Dec 18 (part heard June 8—proceed June 23 
In re John Fletcher, dec Faulkner v Farrar app of pit from jdgt of the 
Chancellor dated June 22, 1885 Aug 19 (S O by consent until Aug 1) 
In re Elizabeth Hughes, dec Matheson v Roberts app of dft from jadgt of the 
Vice-Chancellor dated Dec 10, 1885 Re 22 


886. 
Moran, on behalf, &0, v Woods app of plt from judgt of Vice-Chancellor, dated 
19 Feb, 1886 Feb 23 
In re W Jordan, dec In re T A Jordan’s Estate (petn of Frances Mary Wake- 
=e) app of petor from order of the Vice-Chancellor, dated 25 March, 1886 


May 
In re Estate of Edwin Hughes, dec app of F C Hengler and anr (trustees and 
exors) from jdgt of the Vice-Chancellor, dated 29 March, 1886 May 10 
N.B.—The County Palatine Appeals as the dates of setting down are reached in 
the General and Separate Lists are set aside and taken on the firat Thursday 
in every Sitting, and afterwards on the first Thureday in the following months 
during the Sittings. 
N.B.—During Trinity Sittings Palatine Appeals (if any reached) will be taken 
on the following days, viz :— 
Thursday, July lst. 
* Thursday, Aagust 5th. 


ioe- 


FROM THE QUEEN’S BENCH AND PROBATE, DIVORCE, AND 
ADMIRALTY (ADMIRALTY) DIVISIONS. 
For Judgment. 

The Fine Art Soc ld v The Union Bank of London app of dfts from jdgt of Mr 
Justice Day at trial in Middlesex (c a v 9 June—present Master of Rolls and 
Lords Justices Bowen and Fry) 

In re W L F Tollemache, Lord Huntingtower, ex pte T 8 Cocks from order of 
Mr Registrar Brougham reducing amount of ay (c a v June 10—present 
Master of Rolls and Lords Justices Bowen and Fry) 


For Hearing. 
885 


1885. ° 
The Queen on the prosecution of the Corpn of Croydon v The Croydon and Nor- 
wood Tramways Co (Q B Crown side) appl of the prosecutors from the Lord 
— ar and Lord Justice Fry discbar ging nisi for mandamus to relay 
r Aug i 


Pandorf & Co v Hamilton, Frazer 
Lopes at trial at Liverpool Jan 

Chariton v Charlton and anr app of plt from judgt of Mr Justice Cave at trial 
at Newoastle upon Tyne Feb 2 

Taylor & Co v Le Comte dela Chapelle app of deft from judgt of Mr Justice 
as trial in Middlesex without a jury Feb 6 (Security for £26 ordered 

arch 10) 
Iredale v Martin app of plt from jadgt of Mr Justice Day at trial Feb 9 
— . Newbold app of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Grantham at trial 
eb 1 

Brocklebank and anr v Lancashire and Yorkshire Ry Co app of plts from judgt 
of Mr Justice Lopes at trial at Liverpool Feb 18 

Affleck, Trustee in liquidation of D V Stewart v Mayor, &c, of Keighley. app 
of defts from judgt of Mr Justice Cave at trial at Leeds Feb 25 

Gas Light and Coke Cov Hardy app of pits from judgt of Mr Justice Mathew 
at trial in Middlesex Feb 26 

Mirehouse v Easton app of defts from judgt of Mr Justice Mathew at trial in 
Middlesex Feb 26 

Falda v Johnstone & Co app of plt from judgt of Mr Justice Mathew at trial in 
Middlesex Feb 26 (security for £25 ordered April 7 

Hatfield v Barnfather app of deft from judgt of Mr Justice A L Smith at trial 
in Middlesex Feb 27 

Crawford & ors v Newton app of pit from judgt of Mr. Justice Cave at trial at 

without jury March 4 

Levi and the Browse Island Guano Cold v F W Berk & Co app of plt from 

indgt of Mr Justice Denman at trial of claim and counter claim without jury 
4 


1886. 
& Co app of plt from judgt of Mr Justice 
1 


arch 

Firbtank vy Humphreys & ors app of deft G T Mowbray from judgt of Mr 
Justice Mathew at trial in Middiesex without a jury 

Firbank v Humphreys & ors app of deft Chas Burton from same judgt 

Firbank A Humphreys & ors app of deft H Humphreys and E H Warner from 
same j 

Firbank v A &ors app of deft C Stretton from same judgt March 5 

The East London Waterworks Co v The Vestry of St Matthew, Bethnal Green 
app of defts from judgt of Justices Mathew and A L Smith on special case 


bh 8 
Sutcliffe v Smith app of deft from judgment of Mr Justice Grantham at trial 
at Liverpool March 12 
Simon Goldetrom trading as John Guy & Sons v Daniel Tallerman sued as the 
City aud Colonial Club—Morris Harris, claimant (Q B Crown Side) app of 
ant from Justices Mathew and A L Smith on app from County Court on 
special case March 16 
The Sailing Ship “‘ Garston” Co Id v Hickie, Borman & Co app of defts from 
judgment of Mr Justice Grantham at trial at Liverpool, and contention of plts 
at the same judgt March 19 
Nottebohn & Co v Richter & ors owners of the “ Bell Flower’? app of plt from 
judgt of Mr Justice Grantham ot trial at Liverpool March 19 
12,18 Vict 0 45811 ‘The Guardians of tne Poor of Totnes Union, Devon v 
he Guerdians of the Peor of the Cardiff Union in the Counties of Glamorgan 





& Monmouth (Q B Crown 


voy | a of the Totnes Union from Justices 
Hawkins and Mathew affirming ces transferring pauper from Cardiff to 
Totnes March 20 


Casey v Hellyer & anr app of defts from judgt of Mr Justice Stephen at trial at 
Winchester March 23 . 

Alexander Dickson v The Great Northern Railway Co (Q B Crown Side) “pp of 
ro from 2 adgt of Justices Mathew and A L Smith on app from County Court 


Barton & anr (trading as Jennings, Son, & Burton) v Quinn app of deft from 
judgt of Mr Justice Cave at trial in Middlesex without a jury March 29 

Ship Bernina (damages for loss of life) Armstrong & ore v Mills & ors app of 
pits from j of Mr Justice Butt, dated 2ad March 1886 March 31 (with- 
out assessors 

Stephens v London & South-Western Ry Co app of defts from jadgt of Mr 
Justice Grantham at trial April 2 

Hall (trading as Joseph Hall & Co) v Burke (sued as Barke & Co) app of defts 
from judgt of Mr Justice Grantham at trial in Middlesex April 3 
ficial Receiver as trustee of H G Izon, bkt v E Tailby (Q B Crown Side) app 
? pit aes judgt of Justices Mathew and A L Smith on app from County Cour: 


Ipswich Gas Light Cov WB King & Co appof plts from judgt of Mr Justice 
Grantham at trial in Middlesex Aoril 6 

Gridley v Vonservators of the River Thames app of plt from judgt of nonsuit by 
Baron Huddleston at trial in Middlesex April 7 

Rodocanachi, Sons & Co v Milburn, Bros spp of defts from judgt of Mr Justice 
Manisty at trial with ajury April 9 

Gilman v Gulcher Electric Light & Power Co app of pit from judgt of Mr 
Justice Grantham at trial April 10 

The Queen v The Tyne Boiler Works Co ld (QB Crown Side) app of defts 
from Justices Mathew and A L Smith discharging nisi to quash order of 


sessions tat . 

Baxter v The Regent’s Canal City & Docks Ry Co app of deft Co from judgt of 
Mr Justice A L Smith at trial April 15 

Hoghes v Merritt & ors app of pit in from judgt of the Lord Chief 
Justice at trial at Middlesex with a quad ies April 16 : 

Tornbull (trading as Phipps, Turnbull & Co) v Astrup app of deft from judgt 
of Mr Justice Denman at trial without a jury April 17 

Mare, Holmwood & Co v Anglo-Indian Steamship Co ld & ors app of Anglo- 
Indian Co from judgt of Mr Justice Grantham at trial April 17 

Samuel & Co v Sanders, Bros app of defts from judgt of {Mr Justice 
Grantham at trial April 19 

Bunn v Harrison app of plt from judgt of Mr Justice A L Smith at trial on 
claim and counter claim April 22 

Landrock v Metropolitan District Ry Co app of plt from judgt of Baron 
Huddleston at trial April 22 : 

Farness v The Bank of British North Ameaica app of dfts from jst of Mr 
yer 3 Manisty at trial in Middlesex (special jury withdrawn by consent) 
Apri 

Ship Johann Sverdrup (damage) Owners of the Rose v Owners of the Johann 
Sverdrup app of dfts from jdgt of the Divisional Court, dated 23 March, 1886, 
on point of lew April 29 (without assessors) e , 

Dunlop & Sons v Du Murrietta & Co app of dfte from jdgt of Mr Justice Day 
at trial in Middlesex April 30 

Transferred from Mayor’s Court by certiorari Cox, Pattarson & Co v Bruce & 
Co app of pit fron jdgt of Justices Mathew and A L Smith or special case 
April 


Shoslbred, Race & Co v Charles Powers & Co app of pits from jdgt of the Lord 
Chief Justice at trial withouta jary May 4 k 

Galloway v London, Chatham & Dover Ry Co app of plt from jadgt of Baron 
Huddleston on point of law given in Midklesex May 6 

Swindell v Bulkeley & ors, Swindell & ors v Bulkeley & ors app of defts from 
judgt of Mr Justice Day at trial in Middlesex May 7 

Harris v Lloyd app of pit from Justices Mathew and A L Smith directing entry 
of judgt on Official Referee’s report May 8 

Norman & anr v Ricketts & ors app of plts from judgt of Baron Huddleston at 
trial in Middlesex without a jury May 8 3 

Vilmont (trustee in liquidation) v Bentley app of pit from judgt of Mr Justice 
Denman at trial in Middlesex without ajury May 10 

Hutchieon v The Colorado United Mining Co app of pit from judgt of the Lord 
Chief Justice after trial in Middlesex with special jury May 17 

Hamill v Lilley, Lilley v Hamill & ors (claim and counterclaim) spp of deft 
Lilley from judgt of the Lord Chief Justice at trial in Middlesex without a 
jury May 17 

hintaan : Slade app of pit from judgt of Mr Justice Manisty at trial in 
Middlesex with a jury by 

me © L ‘" app of plt from judgt of Mr Justice Denman at trial in Middle- 
sex Ma 

Hind v Ruseell & ors app of pit from Justiees Field and A L Smith dismissing 
(in his absence) app for new trial—action tried by Mr Justice Wills in Middle- 
sex May 22 (set down 5 Ey as a final “pp) 

Steel, Young & Co v Holder Bros & Co app of defts from judgt of Mr Justice 


Field at trial in Middlesex with a ny May 27 

Altrincham Permanent Benefit Buildg v Shore (Manchester District Registry) 
Man 

May 31 


app of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Grantham at trial at 

a 

Cro & ors v Worcester City & County Bankg Co, ld app of plt from jadgt of 
Mr if ustice Manisty at trial in Middlesex June 3 

Crawshaw & ors v Hornstedt & anr “pp of pits from judgt of Mr Justice Cave at 
trial at Leeds withouta jury June 

Attorney Gen v The Welsh Granite Co, Id & ors (Q B Revenue Side) app of 


defts from deoree of the Lord Chief Justice ani Mr Justice Mathew on hearing 
of information Jane 8 


FROM PROBATE, DIVORCE, & ADMIRALTY DIVISION. 
(ADMIRALTY). 
For Hearing. 
With — Assessors. 


Bevan & ore v Owners of the Para and Freight app of plts 
resident, dated 4 March 1886 March 27 
Corporati 


Ship Para (damage 
P on of Trinity House, Deptford, Stroud v 


from jdgt of the 
Ship Indus (damage) The 
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David Bruce & ors app of plts from jdgt of the President, dated 15 Jan 1886 
April 13 
From the Queen’s Bench Division, Sitting in Bankruptcy. 

Tn re H G Smith (ex pte H Brown, orang | app of trustee from Mr Justice Cave 
overruling trusteo’s rejection of Clutton & Skrine’s proof 

In re Emma Armstrong (ex pte J Gilchrist, trustee) app of Emma Armstrong 
from order of Divisional Court, dated May 11, setting aside County Court order 
and directing execution of deed 

In re J F Taylor & Co (ex pte Shackles & Thompson) app of Shackles & 
Thompson from order of Mr Justice Cave, dated April 13, declaring indenture 
void as against trustees and directing delivery of furnitare and policies 


From Orders made on Interlocutory Motions in the Queen’s Bench Division. 


1885. 
Neale v Clark app of pit from Baron Pollock and Mr Justice Manisty refusing 
new trial—aotion tried by the Lord Chief Justice with special jury Dec 18 
(restored after notice of security given) 


1886. 

Marsh v Bailey (Pearson, J) app of dfts from Justices Grove and Stephen re- 
fusing new trial—action tried at Swansea by Denman, J for Pearson, J by 
order of 2i Nov, 1884 April 6 

Morton v Cohn & Co app of pit in person from Justices Grove and Stephen 
affirming order dispauperising plt May 4 

Devey v Drummond app of pit from Justices Grove and Stephen referring back 
= of referee for reco asideration—also app of plt from refusal of jdgt upon 
referee’s report May 6 

Stephens v Lowndes app of plt from Justices Grove and Stephen refusing new 
trisl—action tried by Mr Justice Mathew at Liverpool May 10 

Stuart & anr, exors of J M Stuart, dec v Mansion House Chambers Id app of dfts 
from Justices Denman and Hawkins affirming order of Mr Justice Field re- 
fusing to transfer to Chancery Division May 12 

Craddock v Mansel app of dft J J Saffery from order of Mr Justice Kay refusing 
ae | to come in as dft after stay of proceedings May 26 (Appeal Court I. by 
order) 

Star Corn Millers’ Soc 1d v W Moore & Co app of dfts from jdgt of Lord Justice 
Lopes after trial of interpleader issue at Liverpool May 29 

Powell v Graves & Co app of plt from order of the Lord Chief Justice and Mr 
—e Manisty for new trial—action tried in Middlesex by Mr Justice Grove 

une 

Staveley v London Road Car Cold app of dfts from the Lord Chief Justice and 

Justice Manisty refusing new trial—action tried by Mr Justice Grove in 
Middlesex June 2 

Webster v Friedeberg app of pit from order of the Lord Chief Justice and Lord 
Justice Bowen for new trial—action tried by Mr Justice Grove in Middlesex 
with special jury June 3 

Viscount Gort v Rowney & anr app of plt from the Lord Chief Justice and 
Lord Justice Fry setting aside refusal of judge in chambers to direct review of 
taxation June 4 

Bottomley v Conservative Newspaper Co, 1d app of plt from Justices Manisty 
= ome affirming refusal of liberty to sign interlocutory judgment 

une 

Williams vy Ward app of plt from order of Mr Justice Field at trial directing 
payment of deft’s costs of action June 5 

Shickle & ors vy Lawrence & anr app of plts from the Lord Chief Justice and Mr 
Justice Manisty setting aside verdict and judgt at trial and directing judgt for 
deft E E Lawrence Shickle & ors v Lawrence & anr app of pits from like 
order directing judgt forC N Hoare June 5 

Manchester District Registry Knowles v Walker app of pit from Justices 
Manisty and Mathew affirming reversal of order for taxation by district registrar 


June 

Platt v Walker app of deft from findings and decision of Mr Justice Denman at 
trial at Liverpool in favour of plt June 7 

Elkan v Great Northern Ry Co app of defts from order of Justices Manisty and 
Mathew for new trial—action tried by June 8 

Giffard vy Borough of Wolverhampton app of defts from Justices Manisty and 
Mathew directing trial by judge with special jury at Stafford, and view of locus 
inquo Jone 10 

(Judic Act, 1883, sec 18, sub-sec 3) Bell v Lovering & ors (Q B Crown Side) 
app of dit John Lovering from the Vice-Warden of the Stannaries of Cornwall 
retusing new trial June 11 

Reynolds v Morse app of pit from Justices Day and Wills setting aside writ & 
all subsequent proceedings in action June 11 

Moore (adminx) v Palmer app of dft from Justices Manisty and Mathew re- 
—. a tried by Mr Justice A L Smith with a jury in Middle- 
sex June 12 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION. 
Tarnity Sirrines, 1886. 
Causes for Trial or Hearing. 
(Set down to Saturday, June 12th, inclusive.) 

Motions, Petitions, and Short Causes will be taken on the usual days, as stated 
in the Trinity Sittings Paper. 

Causes with and without Witnesses will be taken by Vice-Chancellor Bacon on 
the usual Cause days in the order as they stand in the Cause Book. 

Mr. Justice Kay will take Witness Causes on the ordinary Cause days until 
> algal his Lordship will sit in Chambers on every Friday during the 

ittings. 

Mr. Justice Chitty will take Witness Causes on the following days, viz.:— 
7s 7, 8, 18, 14, 15, 20, 21, and 22, 

. Justice North will take Witness Causes on tho following days, viz. :— 
July 5, 6, 7, 8, 12, 13, 14, 15, 19, 20, 21, and 22, 

Mr. Justice Stirling will take Witness Causes every day, in the order as they 
stand in the Cause Book. 

Adjourned Summonses will be taken as follows :—Vice-Chancellor Bacon, on 
Fridays and Saturdays; Mr. Justice Kay, on Thursdays and Saturdays; Mr. 
Justice Chitty, with Non- Witness Actions, except Procedure Summonses, which 
(if any) are taken every Saturday. 





—_—_— 
—<——= 


N.B.—Mr. Justice North will take Adjourned Summonses as follows:—Clag 
I., with Motions, on Fridays; Classes Il. and III., in the Non-Witness List; 
Class TV., on Fridaye and Saturdays. For description of each Class see noticg 
issued by his Lordship’s Chief Clerks, dated May 1, 1884. 


Before Vice-Chancellor Bacon. 


Causes for Trial (with witnesses and 


without witnesses). 


Blackburn v Swire act wits not before 


y 
Winter v Ind Coope & Co act wits 
Enthoven v Mozley act wits 
Hotson v Furnes: act wits 


Hobson v Darfield Main Coal Co act 


Norwich Fire &c Socy v Birkbeck act 
Williams v Wright act 
Warner v Hendon Local Board aet 


wits 
Marquess of Londonderry v Russell act 
wits 
Low v Petley act & mtn for judgt wits 
Merchant Venturers of Bristol v 
Bridges special case & mtn for judgt 
In re Beech Beech v Clarke act wits 
Brewill v Bailey act wits 
Goater v Bailey act wits 
Hatchinson v Richards act 
Kay v Shurmuir act wits 
Greenwood v Hornsey act wits 
Henderson v Rothschild act 
Taylor v Treherne act wits 
Downs v Wright act wits 
Woodward v Samsum & Co act wits 


In re Clark James v Jewell act wits 


Sampson v Sampson act wits 
Bradwell v Pointon act & two sumns 
wits 
Clever v Warren act wits 
Selwyn v Garfit act wits 
Helmore v Smith act wits 
Humby v Humby act andmfj 
Green v Wray act 
Stewart v West Derby Burial Bd act 
wits 

Jarrett v Hunter act 
Pask vClay act wits 
In re Parson Parson v Parson act 
Moore v Newson act wits 
Dempster v Dempster act wits 
Wood v Keighley act wits 
Barling v Bosanquet act wits 
Avgier v March act wits 
Park v Lever act wits 
Bryant v Mallett act wits 
Sution vMcKenzis act wits 
Mulkern v Bell act wite 
Inre Fox Fearn v Morgan act 
Hood v Hood act 

(Zo be continued.) 


Further Considerations. 
Stuckey’s Bank v Southcombe fur con 


(ehort) 
In re Hurlstone Harlstone v Easton 
fur con 
Hanson v Chapman fur con 
Romanes v Greig’s Brewery fur con 
In re Cowley Rube v Cowley fur con 


Adjourned Summonses. 

In re Wilton & Sons and In re Inden- 
tares, dated 28th August, 1845, and 
7th October, 1846 

Knight v Greenwa 

In re | anon heeler v Cowland 
pt hi 

a med Pearson v Armstrong 

pits 

InreSame SamevSame (dfts) 

In re Dodgson Cross v Ainsworth 

In re Lewis Jenkins v Lewis 

In re Wood Wood v White 

In re Dyer Dyer v Painter 

Andreas v Andreas (2 sums) 

In re A’Barrow A’ Barrow v A’ Barrow 

In re Langley Oxton v Langle 

In re The p om Musical 
ment Co ld & Co’s Acts 

In re Vernon, Ewens & Cold 

Inre Boor Perrin v Boor 

In re The Pencoed Terra Cotta Brick & 
Cold & Co’s Acts 

Paulet v Lloyd 

Blair v Deakin (2 sums) 

Eden v Deakin 

In fed Earl Fitzhardinge & Settled Land 


? re — omg iy) nen 
are Biggs ev Huot 
In re Logedail » “4, v Sarson 

Ia re Harrison Daubney v Harrison 








In re Holland Diggles v Shepparj 
(to come on with act) 

In re Thomson Lockwood v O’Sullivay 

In re Barnard Barnard v White 

In re Blackmore Blackmore y Jy. 


vanssen 
Jones v Long 





Before Mr. Justice Kay. 
Causes for Trial (with witnesses), 
Charrington & Co v Dobson act &mfj 

Studdert v Grosvenor act pt hd 

Langton v Milner act 

Chadwick v Kynaston act 

Johnstone v Wallis act 

Russell v Caarsley act 

Tindall v Barnetts, Hoares & Co act 

Miles v Blake act 

Floyd v Osborne act 

Tamblyn v Tamblyn act 

Bedingfield v Allen act & motn for 
judgt 

Ross Improvement Commrs v Usborns 


ac’ 

Venables v Barton act 

Smith, Paterson & Co 1d v Abbotabury 
Ry Co act 

In re Meynell, Meynell v Meynell aot 

Purton v Horton act 

Leeds Estates Building & Co v Shep- 
herd act 

In re Hoult, Godfrey v Mansfield act 

Amos v Herne Bay Pavilion Promenade 
and Pier Cold act & mtn for judgt 

Weston v Reversionary Interest Society 


act 
Peck, Bart v Derry act 
W Jackson & Cov Napper act 
Sheppard v Gilmore act 
In re Greenhill Greenhill v Lovibond 


act 

Cheltenham Urban Sanitary Authority 
v Bryant act 

Stokes v Stokes act 

Reynolds v Seeley Seeley v Reynokis 
aet 


Roberts v Webb act 
Grimmer v Chapman Hewetson y 

Grimmer act 
Briggs v Hard act 
Foulkes v Jeffryes act 
Lumley v Haines act 
In re Gray, McMillan v Gray act 
In re Naylor, Naylor v Daws act 
Cavanagh v Riddell act 
McClelland v Cloute act 
Smith v Pavy act 
Lewis vy Haywood & Sons act 
Hall v Bromley act 
Rawlins v Webb act 
Steel v Cuming act 
Lound v Grimwade issue for trial 
Godfrey v Winsford act 
Harvey v Plumbly act 
Abrahams v Nathan act 

(Zo be continued.) 

Causes for Trial (without witnesses) 
ln re Harborow Seaton v Smith m fj 
In re Meynell Holmes v Meynell issue 

of fact 
Womersley v Womersley act & m fj 
Ia re Randell Hood v Randell act 
Bailes v Sunderland, &c, Soc act 
Lands Improvement Co v Middleditch 

act & m fj 
Manning v Barrett adj smns 
In re A Henderson Waters v Bird act 
Baldwin v Baldwin special case 
In re Ogle Evelt v Ogle act 
Inre Whittaker’s Trade Mark motion 
Procter v Churchward act & mf j 
Williams v Simcox act 
Divall v Rickson m fj 


Furfher Considerations. 
In re Olive, Olive vy Westerman far 
con and 2 sums 
In re O’Dwyer, Hope v Hope fur coa 
In re Bromley, Sanders v Bromley fur 


con 

Challin v Price fur con 

Chapman v Hayward fur con 

In re Fawcett, Fawcett vy Fawoett far 
con 

In re Hunter, Hunter v Sands far con 

In re Woods, Woods v Kent fur con 

Ie re Heaton, Lapraik v Heaton fur 
con 


otn for 


sborns 


tebury 
ll act 
Shep- 


| act 
enade 
judgt 
ociety 
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SS 
fo re Barth, Barth v Sutherland far 
con 


Adjourned Summonses. 
In re Schmidt’s Trade Mark, &c (to 
come on with action) 
In re Baker, Andrews v Radclyffe 
In re Curzon, Curzon v Curzon 
Ward v Lyon 
In re Thompson, Machell v Newman 


t hd 
SL ot Corsellis, Lawton v Elwes 
Inre Wilson, Wilson v Griffiths 
In re Elliott, Elliott v Elliott 
In re S E & J Boucher, Boucher v 
Lloyd 
Joseph v Tallerman 
In re Blake, Jones v Blake 
In re Trafort, Trafford v Blanc 
In re Jobnstone, Ticehurst v John- 


stone 
In re Blundell, Blundell v Biundell 

(ex parte E A Pontifex & anr) 
Inve Ainsley, Ainsley v lavior 
In1e Barrington, Gamlen v Lyon 
In re J G Bowes, Bowes v Copestake 
Germ Milling Co v Robinson 
Wood v Calvert 
In re Foskett, Waller v Foskett 
Dix v Gt Western Ry Co 

(Zo be continued.) 


Before Mr, Justice Cutty. 
Causes for Trial (with witnesses) 

Le Blond v Curtis act set down by ord 
(8 0 Mich) 

Wright & Mansfield v Grand Junction 

aterworks Co act 

Colonial Bank v Hepworth act (Com 
to NY 

Keen v Phillips act 

Procter v Sir H W Tyler & ors act 
Tyler v Procter for trial against deft 
Procter 

In re Ruggles, decd Weaver v Bate- 
man adj sumns cross exam on affi- 
davits 

Hopkinson v Peruviat Guano Co act 
(transfd from Justice Stirling by ord) 

Coultburst v Davies act and m f j 

Randall vy New Cross Public Hali Co, 
Imd, New Cross Public Hall Co, lmd, 
v Randall, Morton v Randall claim 
and counter-claim (SO July 1) 

Oppenheim v Jeune act 

Hainsworth v Woodhouse act 

Dawson v Woodhead act 

Gossett v Davis act 

Denison v Smith act & mf j, cross 
exam on affidavits 

In re Davis, decd, Thompson v Davis 
act 

Griggs v Lea act 

Rawson v Minshull act 

London and Provincial Traders’, &c, 
Stores v City Syndicate, lmd act 

Hewett v Shaw act 

Eidy v Sir Henry de Bathe act 

Aldridge v Steeleand Dodson m f j (set 
down without pleadings by order) 

Hartopp v Ponsonby, Ponsonby v Har- 
topp claim and counter-claim 

Andrewes v Uthwatt act 

Moore v Deakin act (restored) 

Ashworth v Bickham act Ashworth 
v Whiteley act (SO July 15) 

In re Gaunt, decd, Davey v Mercer act 

Earl of Abingdon v Hartopp, Bart act 

Dela Hunt v Twining act 

MeMahon v McMahon act 

Elliott vy Linnell trial of issues set 
down forthwith without pleadings 

Lever & Cov Goodwin Bros act 

Baroness Wenlock v Ryder act (trans- 
ferred from Q B Div) 

Neve vy Bateman act 

Lawrie vy Kraul act 

Beddington v Atlee act 

Saunders v Potter Potter vy Saunders 
act and counter claim 
urray v Tuson act 

Emmerson v The Brentford Town Hall 
and Market House Co issues of fact 
for trial by ord 

(Zo be continued.) 


Further Considerations. 
Rust v Victoria Graving Dock Co 
motn of plts to adopt report of referee 
t v Victoria Graving Dock Co 
motn of Victoria Co to refer back to 





referee (S O liberty to apply to 
restore) 

In re Jonas Murgatroyd, dec Murga- 
troyd v Rhodes fur con (S O June 21) 

In re Perton, dec Pearson v Attorney- 
Gen furcontovary (S O June 30) 

In re Moore Strickland v Law Union 
Fire Insce Soc fur con(S O June 30 

In reJ Teasdale Whitehead v Dew- 
hirat fur con (short) (S O July 3) 

In re Lucy Lewis, dec & In re James 
Lewis, dec Bull v Shewell far con 
restored after Chief Clerk’s certiticate 
amended 

In re J Cooper, dec Whitton v Cooper 
fur con 

In re H Dodd, dec Dickson v Darvill 
furcon . 

In re A Finlay, dec Wood v Rayner 
fur con 

Pearse v Harvey fur con (short) 

In re Chancellor, dec Chancellor v 
Brown fur con 

Nichols v Icely Upham v Nichols 
Icely v Nichols fur con 

Dodson v French fur con (short) 


Procedure Summonses. 
Tyler v Procter Ex plt sufficiency of 
answer to interogatories 
Procter v Tyler Ex plt suffoy of affit 
Procter v Tyler Ex dft sufficy of affit 
Procter v Tyler Ex dfts sufficy of affit 


Non-witness Causes, Adjourned Sum- 

monses and Special Cases. 

In re London & Provincial Electric 
Lighting and Power Generating 
Co adj sum of Contributories (ex- 
cept Gaminara) pt hd Jan 12 restored 
by order 

Penon v Cutfield mfj (SO July 8) 

In re Hollingbourne Paper Co ld ( Har- 
bour’s claim) adj smns 

In re Thames & Channel Steamship 
Navigation Co adj smns of Official 
Liquidator . 

Rumney School Board (Monmouth) v 
Bassett act (S O Jaly 5) 

Barnard v Edwards act (S O July 1) 

Hutchinson v Williams act 

a eg — = = ( 
road v Ro pit j smns (pt 
hd SOJT so 24) ’ 

Bristol & Clifton Permt Bldg Soc v 
Harbour act (trans from Q B Div) 

In re Fisher’s Estate Atkin v Fisher 
(Ord 55) adj smns 

In re Thos J. Burton’s Estate Burton 
v Mellwaine ex Burton (Ord 55) 
adj smns 

In re Hollingbourne Paper Co app of 
liquidator for paymeut of balance 


adj eum 

In re Felton, dec Felton v Poole 
(Liverpool) act & m fj 

Hunter v Clegg act (short) 

Austen v Collins special case (pt hd 
May 5, S O June 28) 

In re Willis’s Settlement Tra sts 
original sum by E Nankevill and 
another for payment of one-fifth of 
Settled Fund 

Wise v Baker adj smns (questions 
under ord on fur con) 

In re Hawksworth’s Estates Harris v 
Hawksworth under ord 55—sale— 
abatement—construction adj smns 

To be continued. 


Before Mr. Justice NorTH. 
Causes for Trial (with witnesses). 
In re Batthyany-Strattman, Batthyany- 
Strattman v Walford act pt hd 
In reCompton Norton v Compton act 


y 

Welker v Elmslie act 

Worswick v Saibston Colliery Co 
counter claim 

Howard v Palmer act 

Clark v Bray act 

Byron v Hazlitt aot 

Olley v Fisher act 

Watson v Walker act 

In re Millichamp Goodale v Bullock 
act 

Crickmer v Freeman Laroche v Crickmer 
act 

Woodward v Green 

Moss v Malings act 

In re Futtitt Taylor v Nicholson act 





In re T W Cobb Harrison vy Cobb act 
Cobb v Harrison act 
In re Rollason Rollason v Rollason 


act 

Barber v Helliwell act 

Baddsley v Davis act 

Richardson v Castrey act 

Lennell v Rawson act 

Southall vy Walker act 

Walker v Southall act 

Horner vSullins act andm fj 

Ruthven v Ruthven act 

Miller vy Jones act 

Dawaon v North Lonsdale Iros, &0, Co 
act 

Butt v Barton act 

Murgatroyd v Nicholson act 

Hogarth v Machen act 

Pressley v Hodgson act 

Brown v Clark act 

Russell v Norton act 

Drage v Sir W C Hartopp act 

Helliwell v Barker act 

Bruvet v Burlet act 

Lands Allotment Co ld v London & 
Tilbury Ry Co act 

Mann v Patent Cable Tramway Co ld 
act 

(Zo be continued.) 


Causes for Trial (without witnesses) 
and Adjourned Summons (Classes 
IL. and III.) 

Arnold v Allen mfj 

Carnochan v Ireland act 

Steven v Forbes, Forbes & Co act 

Cooper v Bromilow act 

In re Davies, Davies v Jones adj sums 

In re Payne Rea v Ashmead adj sums 

In re Stephenson Bennett v Stephen- 
son adjsmns (24 June) 

Evans v Blackwall adj smns 

In re A Elliott Lowes v Elliott adj 


smns 

In re J Elliott Hellard v Dadgeon 
adj smans 

In re Bird Pilley vy Mashin adj smns 

In re Patun Paton v Douglas adj ems 

In re Whorwood Ogle v Lord Sher- 
borne adj smns 

In re Bald Bald v Bald adj smns 

In re Carlyon CarlyonvCarlyon adj 
smne 

In re Alexander Alexander v White 
adj smns 

In re Middleton Freeman v Roberts 
adj smas 

In re Ridgway Parker v Ridgway 
adj smnus 

In re Craven Rankin v Sale adj smns 

In re Sinclair Crump v Leicester adj 
smns 

Herbert v Scrope act 

Parker v Parker act 





In re Andrew Morton v Andrew adj | 


smns 

In re Horobin Ash v Horobin adj 
smns 

In re Knight Knight v Burgess adj 
smns 


Connolly v Connolly special case 
In re Harvey Harvey v Nichols 
smns 
(Zo be continued.) 


Farther considerations, 
In re Sutcliffe, Alison v Alison 


con 
In re Perkins, Perkins v Bridgwater 


ur con 
In re Hendry, Watson v Blakeney 
far con 
In re Tillett, Field v Lydall fur con 
Ia re Smith, Hannington v True fur 


con 

In re Kurtz, Kurtz v Kurtz fur con 

Boldero v Stapleton fur con 

In re Crispin, Crispin v Beddow far 
con 

In re Evans, Collins vCummins fur 


oon 
Ash v Elwell far con 
Sames v Barlow fur con 


fur 


adj | 





In re Barlow, Martin v Roberts f™ 
con 
In re Hennis, Wathen v Hennis fur 


oon 
Todd v Fryer far con 
Williams v Griffiths far con 
Lee v Corder In re Lee, Brown v 
Corder fur con 
In re Emmons, Emmons v Emmons 
far con 


Adjourned Summonses. 


(Class IV.) 
In re Cook Rogers v Cook 
In re Imperial Land Co of Marseilles Id 


Tilbury v British Mutual Bankiog Co 


Id 

Macdougal v Knight (plt) 2 

Same v Same (deft) 2 

In re Bowes, Earl of Strathmore v 
Same 

In re Same, Same v Same (for leave to 
cross exam) 

The Exc! & Hop Warehouses, ld 
v Assoc of Land Fins 

In re The Barangah Oil Refining Co, 
ld & Co’s Acts 

In ra Albert Myers, a Solicitor 

In re Loder and Trustee Act 

In re Boyee, Crofton v Crofton 

In re West, Shepherds & Co’s Acts (2) 
to commence with peta 

In re Bartlett, Newman v Hook 

In re Mat Street, &c, Act, 1877, Drake 
v Greave. 

In re Rimmell & The Star Life Assce 
Soc & V & P Act, 1882 

In re Sebright, Bart, and Settled Land 
Act, 1886, 8 1738 

In re The Same (1886, s 1041) 

Batten v Wedgwood Coal, &s, Co 

In re Charlesworth, Overton v Overton 


Before Mr. Justice STrRLING. 
Causes for Trial (with Witnesses). 


Transferred from Justices Kay, Chitty, 
and Pearson, for Trial or Hearing 
only, by Order dated 1ith May, 1886. 

(Continued from page 555.) 

Morris v Hansford act 

Rootes v Collins act 

G Guy & Co v Churchill act 

Marquis of Blandford v Dowager 
Duchess of Marlboro act 

C v Slatter act 

Noakes v Cook & Co act 

Scoles v Child act 

Union Bk of London v Cardus act 

Porter v Blake act 

In re Dodworth, Spencer v Dodworth 

t 


ac 

ed v Dollar act 

Callow v Young act 

Duke of Northumberland v North 
Shields Water Wks Co act 

Callow v Callow act 

Williams v Bell act 

Bidder v Quick act 

Badeley v Consolidated Bank, ld act 

Dashwood v Best, Webb & Co 

i & Co v St James’ Property Co 
d act 

Lockyer v Southorn act 

Huat v Temple & anr act 

Harvey v Brown act 

Miller v Douglas act & m fj 

In re W BR A Soott, Scott v Scott act 


New v Barnett act 
Bygrave v Met Board of Works act 
Manners v Hooper act 
Bolton v Smith act 
Catt v Catt act 
Aberdare, &0 Co v Hankey act 
Buzaglo & Co v Butt, Taylor & Co act 
Gibson v Taylor act 
Hallett v Hallett act 
Smith v Stoneham act 
Wright v Savage act 
Tarn v Borras act 
(To be continued.) 


QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
Trinity Srirrimes, 1886. 
New Trial Paper. 

For Judgment. 


Grief v Ellis & anr ey Aa party) 
report (Heard before 


stands over for Official Referee’s further 
r Justice Mathew and Mr Justice A L Smith) 
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For Argun.ent. 

Set down 3let July, 1885 Middlesex Blackburn, Low & Co v Haslam Mr 
Hollams Justice Day Stands over till decision of Court of Appeal 

Set down 8th February, 1886 Reading Walford v Partridge Mr Brown 
Justice Wills 

Set down 27th February, 1886 Liverpool (Liverpool DR) Critchley v Brown- 
bill Mr Shee Justice Grantham 

Set down 27th February, 1886 Derby Hope v Evered Mr Buezard Justice 


Man 

Set pom 1st March, 1886 Maidstone Gates v South-Eastern Ky Co Mr Willis 
Justice a 

Set down lst March, 1886 Manchester Haworth v Taylor Mr Walton Justice 


Day 

Set down 2nd March, 1886 Liverpool Bencke & Co & ors v Anglo- Australasian 
Steam rye Co,ld Mr Kennedy Justice Day 

Set down 4th March, 1886 Bodmin Truscott v Co-operative Insurance Co, ld 
Mr Foote Justice Grove 

Set down 5th March, 1886 Middlesex Bliss vy Sherwood Mr Crump Justice 


Hawkins 

Set down 8th March, 1886 Rept of C M Roupell, Esq, Sheffield v Ratcliffe Mr 
C Dodd Official Referee 

Set down 9th March, 1886 Middlesex Commercial Bank of Scotland and ors v 
Head Mr Bigham Justice Manisty 

Set down 9th March, 1866 Birmingham Atkins & orsvGWRyCo Mr Jelf 
Justice Wills 

Set down 10th March, 1886 Lincoln Patrick, by next friend vy Ellerby Mr 
Graham Justice Manisty 

Set down 12th March, 1886 Rept of C M Roupell, Esq Garsin v Reinhardt 
Mr Rose-[nnes Official Referee 

Set down ‘12th March, 1886 Middlesex Fraser v Challis Mr B F Williams 
Baron Huddleston Motion for jadgment to be argued with this motion 

Set down 15th March, 1886 Nottingham Green v Salkeld & anr Mr Bell 


Justice Manisty 

Set down 16th March, 1886 Middlesex Hulsekopf v Aerated Bread Cold Sir 
R Webster Justice Manisty 

Set down 17th March, 1886 Middlesex Baird v South Lond Tramways Co 
Mr Kemp Baron Huddleston 

Set down 17th March, 1886 Middlesex Penfold v Grosvenor Bank ld & ors 
Mr Marphy Right Hon Sir James Hannen 

- down 19th March, 1886 Middlesex Bryoe v Rusden Sir J Gorst Baron 


uddleston 

Set down 25th March, 1886 Middlesex Ibberson vy Neck Mr H Collins 
Baron Huddleston 

Set down 30th March 1886 Middlesex Beningfield v Kynaston Mr Willis 
Justice Hawkins 

Set down 16th April 1886 Middlesex Pike, Sons & Cov Ongley & anr Mr 
Winch Justice Manisty 

Set down 16th April 1886 Middlesex Bowring & Co & ors v Roberts & ors 
Mr E Clarke for deft W Roberts Right Hon Sir James Hannen 

Set down 16th April, 1886 Middlesex Power, Bros, & Co v Roberts and ors 
Mr E Clarke for dft W Roberts Right Hon Sir James Hannen 

Set down 17th April 1886 Middlesex Cohen & Sons v Waller & Sons Mr H 
Collins Justice Manisty 

Set down 19th April 1886 Middlesex § S Southwold Cold v Simson Bros Mr 
Lockwood Justice Manisty 

Set down 19th A 1886 Middlesex Huxley vy W London Extension Ry Co 
Pit in person LC J of England 

See motion to set off costs. 

Set down 19th April 1886 Middlesex Pfeiffer & Wife vy Midland Ry Co Mr 
Oswald LOC J of England 

* a April 1886 Middlesex Mott v Felbermann Mr B Rowland 

Set down 2th April 1886 Middlesex Moore v The Explosives Co ld & ors 
Mr Murphy for deft Co Justice Denman 

Set down 28th April 1886 Middlesex Same vy Same Mr Moulton for dofts 
Justice Denman 

Set down 6th May 1886 Middlesex Thomas vy Rowlands Justice Grantham 

Set down 8th May 1886 Middlesex Alcock & Co v Dance, dec and Ingle & anr, 
exrs, & MrR V Williams Justice Grove 

a 22ad May 1886 Leeds Cardwell vy Smith & anr Mr Waddy Justice 

ave 
Set down 25th May 1886 Leeds Casebourne & anr, Trading, &0 v Heale 
PR Lanny B Justice Cave se — —— 
th May 1886 Middlesex McCann v Lon & St Katharine Docks Co 

Sir R E Webster LC J of England 

“oa 29th May 1886 Middlesex Brewis vy Pearce & anr Mr Crump Justice 


Set down 3rd June 1886 Manchester Mayor &c of City of Manchester v 
son Mr Ambrose Justice Grantham 4 é or. 
Set down 8th June 1886 Liverpool Murgatroyd & Wife v Blackburn and Over 
Darwen TramwaysCo Mr Kennedy Justice venman 
Set down 8th June en Draffen & anr v Walker & anr Mr H 


Set down 9th ; 
une 1886 Middlesex Denman v Scottish Widows’ F if 
Assurance Soc Pitff in Justice Denman asaiciaglic is 
Set down 10th June 1886 Manchester (Manchester DR) Pankhurst v Sowler, 
Set dow lon i rT iuamee On Thom 
2 ane anchester DR) Pankh 

son Mr Bigham Justice a ) pad . 

Set down 10th June 1886 Manchester Stephenson & anr v Stuttard Justice 


Set Gown 16th June 1886 Middlesex Carter v Sarl MrCrump Justice Field 
a 18th June 1886 Middlesex Caruncho v Berndes Me French Festien 


Sreciat PAarer. 


Set down 14th April, 1886 Due llth May, 1886 Baker & N Reeves & anr v 
Ivimey & ors part heard 8 O Special case before two Judges 
Set down 10th June 1886 Dae 29th Jane 1886 Horne &B Inrea Petition of 
Ses dows 17th June 1808" "Duo 29ih Tose 1886" 0 Fick be , 
une ae une 
pons eg Smith v Hobbs Special 





<= 


OprosED Motions. 
For Judgment. 


In re Arbitration between D Jones & ors heard uefore Lord Justice Bowen ang 
Mr Justice Cave 
For Argument. 
oe v Challis motion for judgt to be argued with motion for New Tria) 
015 
Huxley v West London Extension Ry Co See motion for New Trial No 28 
Annandale & anr v Consett Local stands over till after trial at next 
Durham Assizes 
Lloyd v Harris stand over for report of Official Referee 
Bluck & Co v Hadderton 
Vestry of St Luke, Middlesex v Regent’s Canal City and Docks Ry Co 
Ashby & Co v Vaux & ors 
James v Plummer & ors 
Ia re an Arbitration between Rev W C Wilson & B B Green 
Kleman v Petroleum Production Co Id 
The Constitutional Benefit Building Society v Pinchbeck 
In re a Solicitor, Ex parte Incorporated Law Soc 
In re a Solicitor, Ex parte Incorporated Law Soc 
In re two Solicitors, Ex parte Incorporated Law Soc 
In re an Arbitration between Isaac & ors and Miles & aur 
In re an Arbitration between Wilkinson & ors 
Ball *M oaiten & 
ell v Myers, , &e 
In re Rowley & Chatwin, Gent, & 
Robinson & ors v Bluc! 
Brown v The Gt Western Ry Co 
Same v Same 
Musto & Co v Baron Liebig’s Cocoa Co 
Lewis, Levy & Co v Barranca 
Griffin v White & ors 
Draffen & anr v Walker & anr Sce motn for new trial 
Horton v Lord Donington 
The Blaenan Festiniog Corn & Flour Co, ld v Evans 
The Autotheptic Steam Boiler Co, ld vy Hock & Co 
Lovering v Price & Co 
Ashburner v Atkinson 
Mandleberg & Co v Cue 
ae age v he ps Co ‘ 
owis, trading, &c v Morgan & anr 
Bale & anr, exors &c v Powis 
Childs v The Liskeard & Caradon Ry Co 


Crown PAPER. 
For Judgment, 

Middlesex Holden v Vestry of St Mary, Islington Magistrate’s case Arguel 
12th April, coram Denman, J. and Hawkins, J. 

Middlesex, Clerkenwell Munton & anor v Right Hon Baron Truro County Court 
Appeal Argued 13th April, coram Mathew, J. and A L Smith, J. 

Kent Simmonds & ors, Stewart v Jj’s of Blackheath Licensing Division Same 
Orders of Sessions Nisito quash Argued 15th June, coram L C J of England 
and Lord Justice Bowen 

Lincolnshire, Parts of Lindsey Manchester, &c, Ry Cov Caistor Union Quarter 
Sessions Special case 12 & 13 Vict,c 45 Argued 7th June, coram Justices 
Cave & A L Smith 

Central Crim Court The Queen v Jj’s for Jurisdiction of Central Criminal Court 
Nisi for certiorari for restitution order Ex parts Hanson Argued 8th June, 
coram LC J of England and Justice Cave 


For Argument. 


London Brightmore v May & ors Mayor’s Court Nisi to enter judgt for defts 
or new trial Sir T Chambers, Judge S O till further order stay in meantime 

Hertfordshire The Queen v Cheshunt Local Bd Mandamus Defendant’s motion 
for ow 8 O by consent till 26th July 

Lincolnshire, Bourn Hemstock and ors v Huntand ors County Court Special 
case defendants’ appeal H H Judge Hughes (pt hd Nov 10, 1885—S 0 till 
Justices Day and Smith sit together 

Norfolk The Queen v Nar er Drainage Board Nisi for mandamus to take 
upaward Expte Harding S8 O till after argument of special case to be settled 
by parties—not to be in paper till notice given 

Eesex, Rochford and Southend Foster v Cotgrove County Court Plaintiff's 
nisi for new trial H H Judge Abdy S O till further notice after Superior 
Court action disposed of 

Devonshire The Queen v Belfield Indictment Nisi for new trial Justice Field 
(pt hd April 2nd, 1886 before Justices Mathew and Smith—S O till notice 
given at Crown Office 

Met Assmt Dist London School Board v Assessment Committee of St Mary, 
Iel Order of Assessment Session Appellants’ nisi to quash § O till 
case ied in Court of Appeal 

England The Queen v Henderson & anr app for habeas corpus for children 
= ¢, George Henderson Referred from Chambers 8 O generally per order 

leld, 

Northumberland The Queen v R Wallis, Esq, Jj, &c & anr Nisi for certiorari 
for conviction (ex parte McGee) To be argued before 3 or 5 judges 

Sawe The Queen v Same (ex parte Nelson) Same 

London Mappinv Lloyd Same v Dixon-Hartland Mfyor’s Court. Dofte app 
4 Brandon, Esq, judge 8 O for eettlement not to in list till appla to 

aster 

Lancashire Sewell v Guardians of Toxteth Park Magistrate's case 

London The Queen v Judge of City of London Court & Dittmar Nisi for pro- 
hibition Ex parte Beard 8 O till app to Lord Chief Justice to am 

Moerlonsthehire, Cc J Lloyd & County Court pl 

orwen Jones v Lloy anr County Court plts app 

Warwickshire, Alcester Wright & Son v Ratcliff County Court Delta app 

Cardiff Turner v Jobnston trate’s case 

Come, Truro Coode & anrv Johns &anr County Court Pits’ app HH 

ge Bere 

London The Queen v Rector of Parish of St Peter, Qornbill Niei for manda- 

mus to elect vestry clerk 
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Manchester Owen’s College v Overseers of Chorlton on Medlock Quarter 
Sessions 12 & 13 Vict c 45 

Surrey, Chertsey Alexander & ors v Drewett & ors County Court Pita’ app 
H H Judge Lashington ; 

Suffolk Kingerlee v Surveyors of the Highways of Norton Quarter Sessions 
Nisi to quash orders 

Lancashire, Ashton under Lyne & Stalybridge Bromley v Cavendish Spinning 
Cold County Court Defts’ app H H Judge Hughes 

Middlesex, Bow Fulda v Wilkinson & Co County Court Plt’s app H H 
Judge Prentice x 

Northumberland Oubridge v Stephenson & ors, Jj’s, &o Quarter Sessions Nisi 
to quash order 

London Leggett v Surrey Commercial Dock Co Mayor’s Court Plt’s app 

Same Prancev Allsop Mayor's Court deft’s app 

Middlesex, Shoreditch Freeman and Wife v North Met Tramway Co County 
Court plts’ app HH Judge Prentice 

Lancashire, Wigan McFarlane v Royal London Friendly Soc County Court 
plt'sapp H H Judge Ffoulkes 

Birmingham Parker v Inge Magistrate’s case 

Southawpton The Queen v Inhabitants of the County of Southampton Indict- 
ment deft’s nisi for new trial tried before Mr Justice Stephen at Bristol 

Same Same v Same Same Proseoutor’s nisi for new trial 

Middlesex, Shoreditch Humphries & Sons v Ratcliffe & Co County Court 
It’s app 

Ghmaryenhive Stuchberry v Spencer Magistrate’s case 

Nottinghamshire, Nottingham Paravaz and anr v Cropper andCo County 
Court plts’ app H H Judge Bristowe 

Middlesex, Westminster Lloyd v Martin Weils & Co County Court plt’s app 
J Scott, Eeq, Deputy Judge 

London Nosottiv Saunders Mayor’s Court dft’sapp Mr Com Kerr, J 

arte \ soaaeee Armfield vy Mercer County Court Dft’s app H H Judge 

owe. 

Gloucestershire, Cheltenham Searle v Westbury on Severn Union County 
Court Dfte’? app H H Judge Jones 

Glamorganshire, Pontypridd Davies v Williams & anr County Court Pit’s 
app H H Judge Wiliams 

London Davis v Bond Mayor’s Court Plt’sapp Sir T Chambers, J 

Yorkshire, Bradford Craven Bank v Hartley (E Hartley, clmnt) County Court 
Clmat’s app H H Judge Gates 

Surrey, Kingston Thomas v Quartermaine County Court Dft’s app H H 
Judge Lushington May 6, fresh notice substituted by order of Master Meller 

london Witherby & Co v Forwood Bros & Co City of Locte Court Dfts app 
Mr Comm Kerr 

— Sheffield Willisv Fenton County Court Plts app H H Judge 

ison 

Derbyshire Corfield v Evans Magistrate’s case 

Yorkshire, Leeds McHale v Royal London Friendly Soc County Court Dfte 
app H H Judge Greenhow 

Glamorganshire, Cardiff Mattick u McKerrow (Hancock, clmnt) County Court 
Clmnts app HHJ udge Owea 

Surrey, Lambeth Beckett & anr vy Redman (Brunwell, clant) County Court 
Pitsapp H H Judge Powell 

Salford Whitehead & anr v Poole Hundred Court Pits app 

— Marylebone Pegram v Dixon County Court Dftsapp H H Judge 

or 

Surrey, Epsom Pinchbeck v Wootton County Court Pits app 

London Adamsv Archer Mayor's Court Pit’sappl W Brandon, Esq Judge 

Glamorganshire, Swansea Richards v Jenkins County Court Deft’s appl 
HH Judge Williams 

Yorkshire, Pontefract Ward, an infant v Breffit & Co ld County Court Pit’s 
appl! H H Judge Bedwell 

— Arundel Coote vy Lear County Court Deft’s appl H H Judge 

eau 

Worcestershire, Dudley The Queen v H H Sir R Kettle, Judge of County 
Court, &o and Brown Nisi to settle and sigp case Ex parte Dorse & Sons 

Glamorganshire, Neath Jones vy The Llynir & Tondu Co Nisi for directions to 
Crown Office to file appeal case. Ex parte Jones 

Leamington Leamington Priors Gas Co v Davies Magistrates case 

Cornwall Hooper vy Hawkins Magistrates case 

Middlesex, Bloomsbury De Fivas v Mapleson (Dutton clmt) County Court 
Pitsapp HH Judge Bacon 

— Sheffield Casterton vy Wright County Court Deftsapp H H Judge 


Hatembelend, Berwick Tait y Wood County Court Deftsapp H H Judge 
0 


Gow, b- ainaae Pearson v Parker County Court Deftsapp H H Judge 

olroy 

Berkshire The Queen y Rey W R Baker, Vicar of Hagbourne and Church- 
wardens Nisi for mandamus to elect Charchwarden Ex parte Pilcher & ors 

Cumberland Saul & ors v Wigton Rural Sanitary Authority & ors Quarter 
Sessions Special case Public Health Aot, 1875, 88 & 39 Vict c 55, s 269 

Leicestershire, Leicester Harding & anr v Harding & anr County Court Defts 
app H H Judge Hooper 

London Davidson & anr v London and Westminster Loan, &o Co. Mayor's 
Court Defteapp The Recorder 

England The Queen v Ludlow, Esq, Registrar of Friendly Soeieties Nisi for 
mandamus to register deed Kx parte Disley Building Soo 

Southampton The Queen v The Didcot, Newbury & Southampton Ry Co Nisi 
for mandamus to take up award Ex parte A Tippinge 

don Braham, assignee of Mead & Co v Pitcairn & anr Mayor’s Court Plts 


appeal 
Kent, Tunbridge Wells Gibbs v Parsons County Court Deftsapp H H Judge 
Homersham Cox 
Middlesex, Hamonton Maham vy Whybro County Court Defts app H H 
ge y 
~~ ~~ Leicester Allbutt v Taylor County Court Defts app H H 
ge Hooper 
Southampton Collis v Smith Magistrate’s case 
ter Frowde v Williams County Court Defts app H H 
Judge Russell 
Bucking’ 


hamshire Higgins v Hall Magistrate's case 


Yorkshire, Wakefield Pearson v Pearson County Court Pits app H H 

Northteaberions "The Queen v Licensing 3j’s far Olty of Nowenstto wpen T 
orthumber ueen V a) je & 
Nisi for mandamus Ex parte Purvis : a reine 

“ee Dolgelly Jones v Morgan County Court Pits app H H 

udge Bisho 

Nottingham Radford v Stevens Magistrate’s case 

Southampton Webb v Catchlove Magistrate's case 

Met Assmt Dist Nicholson v Assmt Committee of the Holborn Union General 
Asemt Sessions Special case Valuation (Metropolis) Act, 1869, 32 & 33 Vict 


c 67, 8 40 

oe The Queen v Garrett Nisi for certiorari for indictment at instance 
0 

Lancashire The Queen v Cooban_Nisi for quo warranto as member of Walton 
on Hill Local Board Ex parte Barlow 


REVENUE PapsEr, 
Cause for Hearing. 
Attorney-General vy Emerson & ors by English information 


For Argument. 
Attorney-General y Newcomen & ors exception to answer 
In the Matter of the Duty on the Estate Effects of the New University Club 
showing cause a writ of summons 
Croesman & anr v The Queen special case on peta of right (by order) 
Cases as to Income Tax and Inhabited House Duty. 
Mayor, Commonalty and Citizens of London, Applts and Blake (Surveyor of 
axes) Respt Blake (Surveyor of Taxes) Applit and the Mayor, Commonalty 
and Citizens of London, Respts 
St Andrew’s Hospital, Northampton, Applts, and Shearsmith (Surveyor of Taxes) 


Respt 
The Truro Public Rooms Co Applts and Armfield (Surveyor of Taxes) Respt 
Partridge & anr Applts and M e (Surveyor of Taxes) t 
The City of London Contract Corpn Applts and R H P Styles (Surveyor of Taxes) 


Respt 








COMPANIES. 


WINDING-UP NOTICES. 
Jornt Stock CoMPANTES. 
Coco. Cc Hy! WORKS, LIMITED. Petition f 
Baron LIEBIG’s A AND CHOCOLATE 0} _— n_ for 
winding up, presented June 12, directeu to be heard before North, J., on June 
26. M Gresham st, solicitor for the itioner 
G. E. FroDsHAM AND Co., LiwtTrED.—By an o! mately Chitty, J., dated June 5, 
it was ordered that the company be wound up. Whitfield, Finsbury pavement, 
solicitor for the tioner : 
iN’ Company, Luourrep.—Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented June 5, directed to be heard before North, J., on Saturday, June 26. 
Seagrove and woe. Chancery lane, solicitors for Ld potiiener mm 
UNIVERSAL STEAM SHIPPING ComPaNY, LiwiTED.—Petition for up, pre- 
sented June 3, directed to be heard before North, J., on June 26. Harper and 
Battcock, Rood lane, petitioners in person 
{{ Gazette, June 18.) 


Butz’s Power Company, Luwtrep.—Petition for win , presented June 18, 
directed to be heard before Bacon, V.C., on July 3. Janwright and Baillie, 
Staple inn, solicitors for the petitioner 

AND Co., LumrTep.—Petition for winding uP. presented June 17, 
directed to be heard before North, J., on July 8. Whitfield, Finsbury pave- 
ment, solicitor for the petitioner f 

(Gazette, June 22.) 


UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
CoMMERCI USTRALIA.—By an order made by North, J., 
ones J 8, . by | ene bank be wound up. Andrew, Clement’s 
\ tor e petitioner 
= a [Gasette, June 18.) 


STANNARIES OF CORNWALL. 
West Drvon G Compate Mina Petst for win ted June 
NN GREAT LS . on _for up, presen 
a. directed to be heard before the Vice-Warden at a keer Institution, 
pace Se, on Monday, June 28, at 11.30, Hodge and Co, Truro, solicitors 
eat een ot [Gasette, June 18.) 
LY SoOcrETIES DISSOLVED 


FRIEND: ‘ 
CARDIFF BOARDING MasTERs’ FRIENDLY SOCIETY, 154, Bute rd, Cardiff. June 15 
PRINCES STREET CHAPEL PROVIDENT SOCIETY, Princes st eR ho = 








CREDITORS’ CLAIMS. 


CREDITORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 


Nornis, Jonn Canny, Aldershot, Southampton, Accountant. July 12. Norris v 
Snell, 


Kay, . Eve, Aldershot 

= tock Bank, Limited ’ % Site} (en & ‘Siabe 
Joint 8 . v Keene, Chitty, J. Tene 12) 

Currs, THOMAS BUTLER, Nottingham, Lace Manufacturer. July 20. Seal v Seal, 
Chitty, J. _Travell, Nottingham 

Duncombe, Ernest Coorsr, Gunning. New South Wales. Oct 23. Duncombe v 
Duncombe, Chitty, J. Simpson, Moorgate st ; June 2.) 


CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP 36. 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 


ALEXANDER, FrepEricx Jonn, Forest Gate, Essex, Surgeon. July Si. Hilleary 





| and Layard, Fenchurch bidgs 





enna perenne 
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ANDREWS, SAMUEL, Aintree, nr Liverpool, Esq. Aug3, Farrar and Hall, Man- 
<— James, Ancoats, nr Manchester, Slate Merchant, July 31. Fox, Man- 
h 


c a 

BELFIELD, JoHN, Ring Lowes, Syke, Rochdale, Lancaster, Farmer. July 24. 
Standring and Taylor, Rochdale Ee 

BENNETT, NNAH, Gatley, Chester. July 2. Vaughan, Cheadle - 

BINGEMANN, Tene, Besoell park, Streatham, Miller. July 31. Hilleary and 
Layard, Fenchurch bldgs . 

BORER, nee, Ll cottage, Edmonton, Architect. July 28. Boxall and 

0 , Chance ne " 

BRAY, WiLL1AM THOMAS, Dartford, Kent, Innkeeper. July 12. Woodard and Co, 
Billiter st i 

BRINDLEY, CAROLINE, Kinver, Stafford. July 31. Barlow and Co, Birmingham 

BROWNE, CLIFFORD, Wivenhoe, Essex, Ropemaker. July 22. Turner and Co, 
Colchester 

BureeEss, RICHARD NUGENT, Bexhill on Sea, Sussex. July 13. Palmer and Co, 


Trafalgar sq, Charing Cross 

Bort, CHARLES LEONARD, High st; St John’s wood, Grocer. June 26. Cray, 
Leadenhall st 

CLEGG, CHARLES EpWARD, Rochdale, Lancaster, Cotton Spinner. July 17. 


Ellidge. Rochdale 
DEANE, JOSEPH, Axminster. Devon. July 1. Butcher, London wall 
ELLEN, EpwarkD HENRY, Laurence Pountney lane, Tea Merchant. July 19. 
Parish, St. Swithin’s lane f 
Farmer, Mantua, North Perrott, Somerset. July 10. Alford, Crewkerne 
a JAMES, Langham pl, Regent st, Esq. July 20. Keen and (Co, Knight- 
ler st - 
FLETCHER. ALBERT. Bury, Lancaster, Innkeeper. July 13. Anderton, Bury 
FRANCIS, ROBERT, Danbury, Essex, Farmer. Sept 29. Bindon Blood, Witham 
HowakpD. ALFRED, Manchester, Builder. July 31. Minor, Manchester 
HUTCHINSON, JOHN, South Shields, Pilot. July1. Blair, South Shields 
Izon, CLARENCE Bovitt, Bombay, India, Judge. Aug 31. Colmore, Birming- 


NEwToN, GEORGE Davin, Matthias rd, South Hornsey, Optician. July 15. Smith 
and Sons, Aldersgate st 

PasKIN, JOHN, Fradley, Alrewas, Stafford, Retired Innkeeper. Sept 1. Barnes 
and Son, Lichfield 

RILEY, Mary ANN, Southport, Lancaster. Aug?2. Livesey, Manchester 

Ross, JAMES, Gosport, Southampton, Gent. July 12, Edgecombe and Co, Port- 

sea 


RUSSELL, Em, Redcliffe gdns. July 27. Wing and DuCane, Gray’s inn sq 

SEWELL, HENRY, Holm Cultram, Cumberland, Brick Manufacturer. Aug 2. 
Wright and Brown, Carlisle : 

SEWELL, Wrm114mM Henry, Kirkbride, Cumberland, Brick Manufacturer. Aug 
2. Wright and Brown, Varlisle 

SHENTALL, CHARLES, Sheffield, Gent. Sept 29. Broomhead and Co, Sheffield 

STRICKLAND, JacoB, Clifton, Bristol. July 10. Strickland and Roberts, Bristol 

———— Ann, Tewkesbury, Gloucester. Septi6. Withington and Co, Man- 
chester 

West, Henry, Wyndham st, Bryanston sq. July 31. Indermaur and Co, 
Devonshire ter, Portland pl y 

{ Gazette, June 15.] 


Apamson, W1r11AM, Winster, Westmoreland, Clerk in Holy Orders. July 31. 
Gatey, Windermere 
ER, WILLIAM JamEs, Wisbech St Peter, Isle of Ely, Cambridge, Gent, 
July 1. Southwell, Wisbech 
COLVILE, CHARLES ROBERT, Lullington, Derby, Esq. Aug 2. Smith and 
Mammatt, Ashby de la Zouch 
by Si Rev James, Po!stead, Suffolk. July 12. Clarke and Co, Lincoln’s inn 


Exxrm, Tuomas, Somerfield rd, Finsbury pk, Commission Agent. July 24, 


ew 

FutForD, Major Wri11AM, R.A., Stafford. July 10. Bentinck, King’s Bench 
walk, Temple 

QoLLAN, Brooke Brinces, Aden, Arabia, Gent. Aug 31. Gordon and Co, 


GorpDon, ALICE IsaBEL LUCAN, Prince’s gate. July 27. Bernard Ward, Bedford 
row 


HAttiIwEt1L, Harry Bissett, St John’s chbrs, Westminster, Merchant’s Clerk. 
July 19. Godfray, Finsbury pavement 
HAneis, Major Wu114m, Yealmpton, Devon. Sept 16. Hughes, Queen Vic- 


ItEs, CHARLES, Knowle, Bedminster, Somerset. July 23. Benson and Car- 
penter, Bristol 

Inpey, EvizanetH, Northchurch, Hertford. July 16. Bullock and Penny, Gt 
Berkhamsted 


Mazks, ExizaBeTH, Leman st, Whitechapel. July 30. Lindo and Co, Coleman st 

epees, 1am, York ter, Regent’s pk, Esq. Aug 1. Horsley, Bull and 
oul A 

OLVER, api SALTER, Victoria rd, Kentish Town. July 1. Holmes, King st, 


e 
Parsons, CATHERINE ELIZABETH, Langley Marish, Buckingham. July 31. 
Darvill and Last, New Windsor 

Ripives, Jonny, Churchtown, Southport, retired from business. July1. Potts, 


verpoo 
na. Rey Wrttam, Shropham, Norfolk, Clerk. July 31. Bignold, 


, HENRY, South Shields, Clothier. July 30. Thomson, South Shields 
Rosrvson, THomass, Padiham, Lancaster, Hotel Keeper. Aug?7. Haworth and 
Brongeson, Accrington 
Smez, WILLIAM ALFRED, The Limes, Stoke Newington, Cabinet Maker, Aug 16. 
Janson and Co, Finsbury circus 
. HENRY EDGELL, South Shields, Durham, Gent. Aug 31. Wheldon, 
South Shields 
Wr114M, Kenn, Somerset, Gent. July 31, Wood, Wrington 
WEBB, JOHN STEPHEN, Hastings, Leather Merchant. July 19. Button and Co, 
Henrietta st, Covent Garden 
WESTMORLAND, ARTHUR, Cambridge, Esq., LL.D. July 31. Fosters and Law- 
rence, Cambridge 
WIL11s. James, Failsworth, nr Manchester, Gent. July 24. Sutton and Eliott, 


‘Woop, Sancton, Putney Hill, Surrey. July 31. Carr, High Holborn 
Woopalt, James, Manchester, Gent. July 31. Woodall and Marriott, Man- 


Worrn, Sormt, Blofield, Norfolk. July 8, Cole, Norwich 
Yzomans, Ann, Shenstone, Stafford. Aug 3. Barnes and Son, Lichfield 


[ Gazette, June 18.) 


Banteay eR ucz0m, GERAED, Swilly, nr Devonport, Esq. July 26, Stephens 
» WILLIAM, Newland, York. Aug12. Leak and Co, Hull 
Exxzaxor, Navarino rd, Dalston. July 20. Farrar and Farrar, Ward- 
po a 
» WILLIAM JOHN, Chudleigh, Devon. July 17. Orchard, Exeter 
Cugexart, THoxas WILLLAM, High rd, Kilburn, Bookbinder. July 31, Bartrum, 
DaY, Feancis, Harley st. Augi, Fisher, Essex st, Strand 





——_—_____ 
Lh 


Dovprapaz, ELizasETH Mary, Croydon, Surrey. Augi. Heritage, John st. 

elphi ° 

FAULKNER, CHARLOTTE SOPHIA, Skidmore st, Mile End. July-17, © i 

et, Old Broad st - / tat a yt. Croft, Union 
ELL, CHRISTOPHER HopGsoNn, Bishop Auckland, Durham, Gent. 

Pa and vgonioas, Shee —y OF r ent. July us. 
AIGH, ANN, Storths, Moldgreen, Huddersfield. Aug 8. Haig 
Huddersfield 7 wes ond Son, 

HALL, SAMUEL WILL1aM, Southsea, Hants, General. Aug 1. Burton and Co 
Lincoln’s inn fields ’ 

Hatt, W114, Liverpool, Boot Manufacturer. June 29. Hore and Co, Liver. 
poo. 

HArRaT, ANN Hakrat, Liverpool. July 21. Banks and Kendall, Liverpool 

HARVEY, WILLIAM, Savage-gdns, Wine Merchant, July 19. Wilson, Delahay-st, 
Westminster 4 

Hicaes, THoMas, Streatham Hill, Surrey, Esq. August 1. Chapple & Oo, Carter. 

- eng A amen Leu Berk Ia 
IPPESLEY, ELIZABETH Mary, mbourn. erks. uly 19. Robi 
Hilder, Jermyn-st, St James’ é d nn 

HoGan, JoHN Morris, Obippenham-rd, Harrow-rd, Gentleman. July 27. Bird 
and Moore, Gray’s-inn-sq- 

Hunt, RicHarD, Goudhurst, Kent, Gentleman. July 20. Hinds and Son 
Goudhurst ‘ 

TRELAND, ISABELLA, Liverpool. August18, Smith and Son, Liverpool 

Izon, CLARENCE BOVILL, Ratnagiri, Bombay, India, Judge. Aug 31. Colmore, 
Birmingham | 

LAURENCE, Major HENRY BuckETon, Ahmedabad, East Indies. Sept 11. John. 
son and Son, Gray’s inn sq 

Leaae, JuLia, Porteous rd, Paddington. July 27. Bird and Moore, Gray’s 
nn 8 

Mitts. EDWARD JAMES, Adelaide rd, Hampstead, Broker. July 20. Walls and 
Co, Queen Victoria st 

NEVILL, GEORGE WILLIAM, Weymouth, Gent. July 19. Cotton, Gresham st 

OWEN, Harvey Krvpron, Belvedere rd, Upper Norwood, Doctor of Medicine, 
Augi. Horsley. Bull and Mouth st 

a, Smvon, Weston super Mare, Boot Maker. July 5. Davies, Weston 
super Mare 

ReaD, ELIZABETH, Brighton. July 10. Nye, Brighton 

Sappeses, WItLIaM, Bracondale, Norwich, Gent. July 24. Keith and Co, 

orwic: 
ney RICHARD, Wavertree. Lancaster, Gent, Aug 1. Rowe and Co, Liver- 


poo: 
STANGER, JANE, Skidmore st, Mile End. July 17 Croft, Union court, Old 
Broad st 


Tyron, Rev RosertT, Barmby Moor, York. Sept 1. Cooper, Newcastle under 


yme 

THORP, JOHN CHARLES, Croydon, Surrey, Presbyterian Minister. July 2%, 
Rooks and Compy, King st, Cheapside 

TURNOR, CHRISTOPHER, Stoke Rochford, Lincoln, Esq. Aug 12. Nelson, Laur- 
ence Pountney lane 

WORPELL, ALFRED, Stanhope st, Clare Market, Oil and Colourman. July 26, 
Watson, Southampton bldgs, Chancery lane 

(Gazette, June 22, 








SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 


June 26.—Messrs. Peto, YETTs, & Co., at the Norfolk Hotel, Norwich, at 3 for 4 
p.m., Freehold and Copyhold Estate (see advertisement, June 5, p. 9). 

June 28.—Mr. J. P. Hors, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Freehold and Leasehold Prop- 
erties (see advertisement, June 5, p. 8). 

June 28.—Messrs. 8. WALKER & RUNTZ, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Freehold and 
Leasehold Properties (see advertisement, June 19, p. 560). 

June 29.—Messrs. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, FARMER, & BRIDGEWATER, at the Mart, 
at 2 p.m., Freehold and Leasehold Properties (see advertisement, June 5, p. 5). 

June 29.—Messrs. GARROD, TURNER, & SON, at the White Horse Hotel, Ipswich, 
at 4 p.m., Freehold Property (see advertisement, June 5, p. 8). 

June 30.—Messrs. DANIEL SMITH, SON, & OAKLEY, at the Mart, at 1 for 2pm, 
Freehold Estates (see advertisements. June 5, front page). 

June 30.—Messrs. EpMUND Ropins & HINE, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Leasehold 
Properties (see advertisement, June 5, p. 7). 

June 30.—Messrs. EDWIN Fox & BoUSFIELD, at the Mart, at 2p.m., Freehold 
Estate (see advertisement, this week, p. 3). 

July 1.—Messrs. DRIVER & Co., at the Star Hotel, Maidstone, at 3 p.m., Freeheld 
Estates (see advertisements, this week, p. 4). 

J wy 1.—Messrs. Norton, TrIist, WATNEY, & Co., at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Freehold 

states (see advertisement, June 5, p. 2). 

July 1.—Messrs. WALTON & LEE, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Freehold Estates (see 
advertisements, June 5, p20). 

July 2.—Messrs. ToPLis & RDING, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Freehold Property 
(see advertisement, June 12, p. 2), 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 


BarLow.—June 20, at 12, Chapel-road, Ladbroke-grove, W., the wife of T. B. 
Barlow, solicitor, of a son. 

ELLIs.—June 22, at 26, Brackley-road, Chiswick, the wife of Julian A. Ellis, 

quae “7 son, Parie-h 
ARDINER.—June 19, at Park-hill, Gipsy-hill, the wife of W. M. Gardiner 
solicitor, Uxbridge, of a daughter. aad 7 e ; 


MARRIAGES, 


CHAUNCcY—THOMSON.—May 25, at Halifax, William Auschar Chauncy, Captain 
ist Princess of Wales’s Own (Yorkshire) Regiment, to Frances Mary, daughter 
of James Thomson, Q.C., of Halifax. 

CoorER—SMART.—June 17, at St. Mary’s, Stoke Newington, William Cooper, of 
Chanesty tase, solicitor, to Annie, daughter of William F. Smart, of 16, Basing- 

Lucas—CocKaYNE.—June 28, at St. Paul’s Church, Norton Lees. near Sheffield, 
Herbert Noel Lucas, solicitor, of Sheffield and Dronfield, to Florence Anne, 
eldest daughter of William Cocka: e, of Norton Lees. 

POLAND—SPURLING.—June 22, at Saints, Blackheath, by the Rev. E. F. 
Randolph, assisted by the Rev. F. W. Poland and the Rev. J. Hayes-Robinson, 


Arthur, second son of R. H. Poland, of Eliot Vale, Blackheath, to Mabel, 
ag daughter of Percival Spurling, of The Nest, Vanburgh Park, Black- 
cata. 
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—— 


DEATHS. 
prown.—June 17, at 41, Loftus-road, Shepherd’s-bush, George Brown, solicitor. 
BuRKE.—June 17, at Dublin, Edmund Haviland Burke, barrister-at-law, aged 50. 
HarT.—June 20, at Aden, on his way home from Queensland, Henry Wyatt 
Hart, ‘B.A. (Cantab.), of the Inner Temple, barrister-at-law, aged 35. (By 
Tam.) 
Pe gam une 20, at Sleaford, Henry Peake, solicitor, aged 64. _ 
SHaFTo.—June 16, at Framlingham, John Cuthbert Shafto, solicitor, aged 62. 
gnorons.—J une 20, Edward Robert Simmons, barrister-at-law, of Brighton. 
TyRWHITT. — June 18, at Oxford, Robert Philip Tyrwhitt, barrister-at-law, 
aged 87. 








Fer, Two GUINEAS, for a sanitary inspection and report on a London dwelling- 
house. Country surveys by arrangement. The Sanitary Engineering and Venti- 
Jation Company, 115, Victoria-street, Westmirster. Prospectus free.—[ADVT. 

FURNISH ON NorMAN & Stacey’s HirE PurcHasE SystEM; No Deposit; 
1,2, or 38 years; 60 wholesale firms. Offices, 79, Queen Victoria-street, E.C. 
Branches at 121, Pall Mall, 8.W.., and 9, Liverpool-street, E.C.—{ADvr. 








LONDON GAZETTES. 


THE BANKRUPTCY ACT, 1883, 
FRIDAY, June 18, 1886. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 

Allsopp, John Hadfield, Rochdale, Lancashire, out of business. Oldham. Pet 
June 15. Ord June15. Exam July 13 at 12.30 

Banks, James, Kingston upon Hull, Tailor. Kingston upon Hull. Pet June 15. 
Ord June 15. Exam July 12 at 2 at Court house, Townhall, Hull 

Bennett, John, St Ervan, Cornwall, Farmer. Truro. Pet June 16. Ord June 165. 
Fxam July 3 at 11 

Beville, Frederick, and Hannah Richardson, Aldermanbury Postern, Clothing 
Manufacturers. High Court. Pet May 17. Ord June15. Exam July 28 at 
11.30 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields , : 

Brockwell, Walter Thomas, Maltby st, Bermondsey, Builder. High Court. 
Pet May 27. OrdJuneii. Exam July 21 at 11.30 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Chapman, John, Birmingham, Greengrocer. Birmingham. Pet June 15, Ord 
June 15. Exam July 14 at 2 

Dobson, Thomas Yeoman, Leyburn, Yorks, Plumber. Northallerton. Pet June 
1. OrdJune15, Exam June 21 at 11.30 at Court house, Northallerton 

Feddern, John Frederick, Liverpool, Shipwright. Liverpool. Pet June 15. 
Ord June 16. Exam July lat 12 at Court house, Government bldgs, Victoria 


st, Liverpool 

Harrison, William, Benington, Lincolnshire, Builder. Pet June 2. 
OrdJune 16. Exam July 8 at 2 

Jenkins, Daniel, Llangeler, Carmarthenshire, Farmer. Carmarthen, Pet June 
16. OrdJune 16, Exam June 26 ™ 

McFadyen, John, Newcastle on Tyne, Draper. Newcastle on Tyne. Pet June 3. 
Ord June 16. Exam June 29 at 11 


Mortimer, Charles, Mountain Ash, Glamorganshire, Greengrocer. Aberdare. 
PetJune 15. OrdJune 15. Exam July7 at 10.30 at Temperance Hall, Aber- 


Boston. 


dare 

Mullay, John Morton, Brixton rd, Schoolmaster. Kingston on Thames. Pet 
June 9, Ord June10. Exam July 9 at 4.30 

Nicholls, Henry John, Newport, Mon, Grocer. Newport, Mon. Pet June 15. 
Ord June 15. Exam June 30 at 11 

Osbourne, William, jun, Cleethorpes, Lincolnshire, Labourer. Gt Grimsby. 
Pet June 15. OrdJunei15. Exam June 30 at 11 at Townhall, Gt Grimsby 

Powell, Augustus, Home Office, Whitehall, Clerk. High Ccurt. Pet Mar 31. 
Ord June 4. Exam July 19 at 12 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Reading, Charles William, Buckingham Palace rd, Builder. High Court. - Pet 
May 17. Ord May 28. Exam July 8 

Roberts, Walter, Barnes common, Wharfinger. High Court. Pet Juneii. Ord 

Exam July 20 at 11.30 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Staniey, Charles. Stoke Newington rd, Ironmonger. High Court. Pet June 15, 
Ord June 15. Exam July 27 at 11.30 at 34, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Stratford, Edward John Wingfield, Brocklands, Green st, Sunbury, Gentleman. 

gston on Thames. Pet Apr 29. OrdJuneil. Exam July 9 at 3.30 

Sutton, Benjamin, Little Plumstead, Norfolk, Butcher. Norwich. Pet June 15. 
Ord June 16. Exam July 14 at 12 at Shirehall, Norwich Castle 

Time, John, Westbromwich, Milkseller. Oldbury. Pet May 21. Ord June 4. 

xam July 5 

Tuffley, William, and Edwin Tuflley, Birmingham, Tin Plate Workers. Bir- 
wingham. Pet Juneié6. OrdJuneié. Exam July 14 at 2 

Warren, Frank, Rye, Boot Maker. Hastings. Pet June 15. Ord June 15. 
Exam July 12 

Wiggins, George, the younger, Bow common lane, Burdett rd, Saw Mill Pro- 
prietor, High Court. Pet June 15. Ord Junei5. Exam July 27 at 11.30 at 
84, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Wilson, Edwin, and Septimus Wilson, Kingsten upon Hull, Builders. Ming- 
stonupon Hull. PetJunei5. OrdJunei5. Exam July 12 at 2 at Court house, 
Townhall, Hull 

Woodhall, Felix, Bromsgrove, Nail Manufacturer. Worcester. Pet June 16. 
Ord June 16. Exam June 30 at 11.30 

Wright, John, Chester, Builder, Chester. Ord June 15, Exam 
July § at 1 at the Castle, Chester 


The following amended notice is substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of June 15. 
Hancorne, William Edward, Maindee, Newport, Brewer’s Traveller. 
Mon. PetJuneil. OrdJuneil, Exam June 2% at 11 


The following Amended Notice is substituted for that published in 
the London Gazette of June §. 
Tower, Sidney Augustine, Albion rd, Stoke Newington, Vocalist. Edmonton. 
Pet June 3. OrdJune3. Exam July 9 at 1 at Court house, Edmonton 


Pet June 16. 


Newport, 


- RECEIVING ORDER RESCINDED. 
Ker, the Hon Charles Innes, Charles st, Berkeley sq. High Court. Ord June 4, 
Rese June 11 
First MEETINGS. 
Aleopp: J ohn Hadfield, Rochdale, out of business. June 29 at2, Townhall, 


le 
bury, Fred, Bradford, Warehouseman, June 25at12, Official Receiver, 31, 
Manor row, Bradford 
Banks, James, Kingston upon Hull, Tailor. June 29 at 12.80, Hull Incorporated 
Law Society, Lincoln’s inn bldgs, Bowlalley lane, Hull 


m, George, Mill lane, Tooley st, Potato Salesman, June 30at11. 33, Carey 
8t, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Bird, Thomas, Great Bridge, Staffordshire, Beerhouse Keeper. June 28 at 10.15. 


Court house, Oldbury 





Clifton, Alfred, Birmingham, Boot Dealer. 
Birmingham 

Cope, Arthur, Union ct, Old Broad st, Solicitor. 
Lincoln’s inn fields 

Davies, John Francis, Swansea, Undertaker. 
Swansea 


June 30ati1. Official Receiver, 
June 28 at 2.30. 
June 26 at 11. 


33, Carey st, 
6, Rutland st, 


| Faed, John Francis, Carlton hill, St John’s Wood, Artist. June 28 at12. Bank- 


ruptcy bldgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Grifttin, Edwin, Cornwall, General Dealer. June 25 at11.30. Official Receiver, 
Boscawen st, Truro 
June 28 at 10. 


Griffiths, Joseph, Oldbury, Worcestershire, Licensed Victualler. 
Court house, Oldbury 
Hawking, Edward, and Jane Hawking, Callington, Cornwall, Farmers. June 25 


at2. Official Receiver, Boscawen st, Truro 

Holly, Arthur Augustus, Southsea, Grocer. June 29ati2. Official Receiver, 
166, Queen st, Portsea 

Houldcroft, Rebecca, Liverpool, Milliner. June 29at8. Official Receiver, 35, 


Victoria st, Liverpool 
James, Morgan, Carmarthen, Saddler. 
11, Quay st, Carmarthen 


June 26 at 3. Official Receiver, 


Jenkins, Daniel, Llangeler, Carmarthenshire, Farmer. June 26 at 10.30. Official 
Receiver, 11, Quay st, Carmarthen 
Lennox, Lord Henry Gordon, Prince’s gate. June 30at12. Bankruptcy bldgs, 


Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Lewis, Abraham. Redman’s rd, Mile End, Traveller. June 25 at12. Bankruptcy 
bldgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Lucas, James Moore, Cheapside, Auctioneer. June 25 at 2.30. Bankruptcy 
bldgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Markham, W. H., West Cowes, I.W., Gent. June 26 at3. Official Receiver, 
Newport, I.W. 
Mason, Julia Harrison, Gt Ormond st, Bloomsbury, Widow. June 28 at 12. 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fields 
McFadyen, John, Newcastle on Tyne, Draper. June 30at10.30, Official Re- 
ceiver, Pink lane, Newcastle on Tyne 
Mills, John William, Southsea, Picture Frame Maker. July 12 at3. Official Re- 
ceiver, 166, Queen st, Portsea 
Nicholls, Henry John, Newport, Mon., Grocer. June 29 atii, Official Receiver, 
12, Tredegar pl, Newport, Mon. 
Orton, Thomas, Atherstone, Warwickshire, Coach Builder. June 30at2. Offi- 
cial Receiver, Bb: ngham 
Padmore, Arthur Albert. Littleborough, Lancashire, Clerk in Charge. June 29 
at 3.30. Townhall, Rochdale 
Ramshaw, Frederick Charles, Gt_Grimsby, Lincoloshire, Manager of Creosote 
Works. June 30ati1. Official Receiver, 3, Haven st, Gt Grimsby 
Robinson, John Haddock, Southampton, Draper. June 2atil. Official Re- 
ceiver, 4, East st, Southampton 
ose, raham Isaac, Minories, Hat Manufacturer. June 28 at12. 33, Carey st, 
Lincoln’s inn fields 
Sheldon, Benjamin, West Bromwich, Brewer. June 28 ati1. Court house, Old- 
ury 
Stanley, ‘ ohn, Lowestoft, Tailor. June 26 at 12. Official Receiver, 8, King st, 
orwic! 
Storry, John, Leadenhall st, Distiller. June 30 at 12. Bankruptcy bldgs, Portu- 
gal st, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Sutton, Benjamin, Little Plumstead, Norfolk, Butcher. June 26 at 12.30. Official 
Receiver, 8, King st, Norwich 
Tae, John, West Bromwich, Milk Seller. July 5 at 10.30. Court house, Old- 
ury 
Tingle, George William, Sheffield, Grocer. June 28 at 3. Official Receiver, Fig- 
tree lane, Sheffield ’ 
Williams, Evan, Llanengaw, Carnarvonshire, Shoemaker. June 26 at 12. Official 
Receiver, Crypt chbrs, Chester : 
Villiams, William, Pendock, Worcestershire, Farmer. June 26 at 11. Official 
Receiver, Albion chbrs, King st, Gloucester 
Williams, William, sen, Lianelian, nr Colwyn Bay, Denbighshire, Farmer. June 
28 at 2. Star Cocoa House, Kinmel st, Rhyl 
Williams, William, jun, Llanelian, nr Colwyn Bay, Farmer. June 28 at 2.30. Star 
Cocoa House, Kinmel st, Rhyl 
Winn, the Right Hon. Charles Mark Allanson, Pall Mall East, June 28 at 2.30. 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fields : 
Woodhall, Felix, Bromsgrove, Nail Manufacturer. June 30 at 11. Official Re- 
ceiver, Worcester 
The following Amended Notice is substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of June 15. 
Hancorne, William Edward, Maindee, Newport, Brewer's Traveller. June 26 at 
11. Official Receiver, 12, Tredegar pl, Newport, Mon 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Atkinson, John William, Leeds, Mason. Leeds. Pet June 10. Ord June 10 
Ayshford, William, Walham green, Fulham, Coach Builder. High Court. Pet 
ay 18. Ord June ll 

Bennett. John, St Ervan, Cornwall, Farmer. Truro. Pet June 15. Ord June 16 

Brake, William Amos, Wynford rd, Pentonville, Cabinet Maker. High Court. 
Pet June 10. Ord June 12 

Derows, George, Cheltenham, out of occupation. Cheltenham. Pet May 19. 
Ord June 16 ne 

Carpenter, Robert George, Saltash, Cornwall, Licensed Victualler. East Stone- 
house. Pet May 25. Ord June 12 * 

Caulfield, Charles, Birmingham, Mercantile Clerk. Birmingham. Pet June 10. 
Ord June 16 

Cave, John, Northampton, Shoe Manufacturer. Northampton. Pet June 1, Ord 
June 16 

Cottel, Samuel, Newport, Mon, Engineer. Newport, Mon. Pet June4, Ord 
June 16 

Coverdale, Thomas, Low Felling, Durham, Draper. Newcastle on Tyne. Pet 
May 28. Ord June 12 i 

Davies, Leigh T, Birkenhead, Grocer. Birkenhead. Pet May 21. Ord June 15 

Deykes, Richard A)bert, Bodenham, Herefordshire, Innkeeper. Leominster. 
Pet June il. Ord June 12 

Edwards, Benjamin, Swansea, Grocer. Swansea. Pet May 26. Ord June 11 

Feddern, John Frederick, Liverpool, Shipwright. Liverpool. Pet June 15, Ord 


June 16 
ny William Stephen, Wigan, Insurance Agent. Wigan. Pet May 4, Ord 
une 11 
Goode Charles Frederick, Cheltenham, Grocer. Cheltenham. Pet May 14. 
rd June 16 
o, Edwin, Grampound rd, Cornwall, General Dealer. Truro. Pet June 9. 
Ord June 12 
Guy, David, Cardiff, Tug Owner, Cardiff. Pet June 11. Ord June 11 
Harding, Thomas, Norfolk terr, Bayswater, Furniture Dealer, High Court. Pet 
Apr2i. Ord June 12 
awking, Edward, and Jane Hawking, Callington, Cornwall, Farmer. Truro. 
Pet June 9. Ord June 12 . 
Henderson, Rowland Ross, Glasshouse st, Regent st, Restaurant Keeper. High 
Court. Pet Aprié. Ord June 11 
im [sy t Stonehouse, Wheelwright. East Stonehouse, Pet May 31. 
une 
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Hooson, Isaac Cet, eae, Grocer. Sheffield. Pet Juneii. Ord June 12 
Higmotseys, George, New Broad st, Contractor. High Court. Pet July 8. Ord 
un 
Hurse, John F, Old Jewry, Accountant. High Court. Pet Apré. Ord June 16 
oes Brighton, Commission Agent. Brighton. Pet June 8. Ord 
une 
ie, I dle, Fred, Dewsbury, Yorks, Coal Merchant. Dewsbury, Pet June 4. Ord 


lane, John, Fighting Cocks, Durham, yiatel prea. Stockton on Tees 
and Middlesborough. Pet June 2. Ord June 


Tapecume, George, Bingley, Yorks, Pot Sealer. Bradford. Pet June 7. Ord 
une 1 


Mee, J ~~ Gleave, Manchester, Merchant, Manchester. Pet May 20. 
Mei ects Dewsbury, Yorks, Waste Dealer. Dewsbury. Pet Jure 


mas, and Samuel Kirkham Minshall, Stoke upon Trent, Tailors. 
—- ce toe : Trent and Longton. Pet June 10. Ord June 12 
ohn, Newport, Mon, Blacksmith. Newport, ny Pet June 2, Ord 


uhetoa, Charles, Mountain Ash, Greengrocer. Aberdare. Pet June 15. Ord 


June 15 
illiam feiaem, Eastbourne, Upholsterer. Lewes and Eastbourne. 
— June 10. Ord June 
Naylor, gough, and Wiliam Beasley, Liverpool, Cabinet Makers. Liverpool. 
ay a ‘Ord June 1 
elson, Joseph Jacob, 4.4 John Nelson, os, + Northumberland, Chemists. 
Newcastle on e. Pet Junei1. Ord June 


Nicholls, Henry John, Newport, Mon, Seleer. Newport, Mon. Pet June 15. 
Ord June 16 


Olivier, Henry Joseph, and Samuel Percy Wilkinson, Old st, Bag Makers. High 
Court. Pet May 27.” Ord June 12 a — . 


Popes, Gates ©. C., out of England, Gent. High Court. Pet Mar 4. Ord 
‘une 


Priestley, Al 4 p, Reteenend. Grocer. Dewsbury. Pet June10, Ord June 11 
Reed, John, B dlington Quay, Yorks, Boot Dealer. Scarborough. Pet June 1. 


Ord J 
oy iff, Grocer. Cardiff. Pet Junes. Ord June 15 
ane John H Hallock, Southampton, Draper. Southampton. Pet June 11. 


Robbins, J , 4A wee } Madion, Northamptonshire, Brickmaker. Northampton. 


Pet Ma: i” Ord J 
hort Holland. oTeeds, Coachsmith. Leeds. Pet June9. Ord June 10 


oe Henry, Great Grimsby, Hairdresser. Great Grimsby. Pet 
me Ord Jun 


—. sey ; seine, Builder. Lewes and Eastbourne. Pet May 24. Ord 


mith, _ Austin, Manchester, Boot Dealer. Manchester. Pet June 12. Ord 


Sorbie, Frederick, King’s rd, Chelsea, Auctioneer. High Court. Pet May 5. 
Ord June 11 


4, Stoke Newington rd, Ironmonger. High Court. Pet June 


a John, Lowestoft, Tailor. Great Yarmouth. Pet Junes. Ord June 16 
Stanway, John, Birkenhead, Greengrocer, Birkenhead. Pet May 21. Ord 
Emma Alice, and Fanny Willson, Brighton, 
ton. Pet May 22. a ghton, Livery Stable Proprietors. 
William st, Wetdhaston. High Court. Pet June 8. 


Turner, Charles fleary, Stone bldgs, Lincoln’s inn, Barrister. High Court. Pet 


Wins Ord June 

“Ww fics Soph +m Auctioneer. Brighton. Pet June 3. Ord June 10 
hia, Liverpool, Boot Dealer. Liverpool. Pet June7. Ord June 11 
ur, Leeds, Cloth Manufacturer. Leeds. Pet June 11. Ord Juneil 


The following amended notice is substituted yf that published in the 
London Gazette of June 1 


Hapecmns William ae = 5 ya Newport, +l Traveller. Newport, 
Pet June il, 


The following amended d notice is substituted for that published in the 
on Gazette of June 8. ° 


Soper Sidney Au «iis rd, Stoke N: , Vocalist. E " 
= ow ~ sy d, ewington. t. Edmonton 
TUESDAY, June 22, 1886, 

RECEIVING ORDERS. 

Baker, William, jun, Bridgwater, Somerset, Shoemaker. Bridgwater. Pet June 


19. Ord June i9. ‘Exam July 6 at 11 
Alfred, Peter Charles Simons, King’s L » Norfolk, Laund —4 


sLynn. PetJunei9. Ord June 19. Exam July 16 at 11 at Court 


King’s L ae 
Captce, = Sewto, ay Batiey, Yorks, Herbalist. Dewsbury. Pet June17. Ord June 
, Maurice Sherard Oscar, Westbourne pk, Stock Broker. High Court. Ord 


June 19. Ord made under sec 103. Exam July 28 at 11.30 at 34, Lincoln’s inn 


Henry George, Praed st, Padd Carver. High Court, a 
Urd June i7. Exam July 26 st 13.90 af 4, eee, ae 0 Pet June 17 


ton, ter. Bradford, Pet June 18, Ord June 18. 
Lag A 
» Banbury. Oxtertahize, Hairdresser. Banbury. Pet June 18. 


Ord June 18. Exam J uly 16 
Fletcher, Richard, jun, Blackburn, Earthenware Dealer. Blackburn. Po: June 
18. Ord = 16, Exam July re 11.20 fe County Const house, Blackbu: 
orpes ico re, Fisherma: € Grims 
Pet June 19. “Ord June 19. Exam July 7 at 11 at T at Townhall, Grim rit BJ radi 
ward, Manc’ . Manchester. sr Junei7. Ord 
June 17. Exam July 9 at 11 


eld terr, Hammersmith, Baker. h Court. Pet 
June 18. June 18. Exam al 23 at 11.00 at 34, Lincoln’ Jie fields 
How Arthur, Cardiff, T: . Pet Junei7. Ord June 17. Exam 


ells, 
signeione H Duke, 
enry Thames Ditton, I i rrey. 
June 16. “Ord pd 17. Exam July 9 at 3 ere ee dr 


Jones, William Thomas, Cardiff, Gr B B 3 
Walebess ocer. Cardiff. Pet Junei6. Ord June 16. 
, Clemens, Lower pk rd, Peckbam, Baker. High Court. Pet June9. Ord 


June 19. Exam —s at t 11.20 at 9, Lineohn’ gine fields 
ord versmit igh Court. Pet J 17, Ord 
June 17. Exam July Bat 11. at w, Lincoln’ ” fon fie ids : WK ‘ 


,c Falmouth, G > 19 . 
4-75 enry, oa! Grocer, Truro. Pet June19. Ord June 19. 


gens, John, Seaton, » Innkeeper. Newport, Mon. Pet June17. Ord 


une 19. Exam Jul Pry 
E4ward, W b " 
McEwan, jimi, 004 Dealer. Birmingham. Pet June 17. Ord 





—_y 


Pears, Robert Graham, jun, Penrith, Cumberland, Coach Builder. Dosticte, Pet 
June 8, Ord Junei8s. Exam July’ 1 at 11.30 at Court house, Carlisl: 

Pearson, William, West Hartlepool, Timber Merchant. Sunderland. Pet June 
4. OrdJunei7. Exam June 24 

Phillips, John, Neath, Glamorganshire, Coach Builder. Neath. Pet June 1g, 
Ord June 18. Exam July 7 at 10.30 at To eath 

Race, Robert, Stockton on Tees, Joiner. Stockton on n Tees and Middlesborough, 
Pet June 16. Ord June 16. Exam June 30 

Radbourne, Aubrey, St ae poy s, Oxford, Tobacconist. Oxford. Pet June 1z, 
Ord June 17. Exam July 29 at 11.30 

rts, Thomas, Camrose, bn Farmer. Pembroke Dock. Pet 

June 18. OrdJune19, Exam June 30 at 11.30 at Temperance Hall, Pembroke 


Dock 

Robinson, George William, West Smethwick, | SeeBanteheize, out of business, 
Oldbury. Pet “me 18. Ord June18. Exam July 1 

Sinclair, Arthur. Stockton on Tees, Boilermaker. Stockton on Tees and Mid. 
diesborough. Pet Junei7. Ord June17. Exam June 30 

Solomon, Levi Percy, West Bromwich, Jacket Warehouseman. Oldbury. Pet 
May 28. Ord June 16. Exam July 12 

Teas, F aeeay ton Dowsbury, Bae Merchant. Dewsbury. PetJunei7. Ord June 
1 

Thomas, M., Pinznesi, nr Swansea, Grocer. Swansea. PetJune5. Ord June 


16. Exam J uly 21 
mry Arthur, Chester, Draper. Chester. Pet June 18. Ord June 
xam July 8 at 1 at the Castle, Chester 
Wilden John, Gooderstone, Norfolk, Miller. King’s Lynn. PetJune9. Ord 
June 17, Exam July 16 at 11 at Court house, King’s Lynn 
Wi . Benjamin, Dowlais, Glamorgaashire, Grocer. Merthyr Tydfil. Pet 
June 17. Ord June 17, Exam July 7 
Williams, Edmund, Tonypandy, Glamorganshire, Innkeeper. Pontypridd. Pet 
June 15. Ord June 17, Exam July 6 at 2 
Thomas, Tonypandy, nr sates, Builder. Pontypridd. Pet June 
16. Ord June16. Exam J y 6 at 


RECEIVING ORDER RESCIND: : 
Jillings, William Segtens, Bridgham, Norfolk, out of Foastaces, Norwich. Ord 
May 15. Resc June 1 ae 


EETINGS 
Atkinecn,, John William, Mason. June 30at12. Official Receiver, St 
drew’s chmbrs, 22, Park row, Leed 
Bate =. va fe Bridgwater, Shoemaker. June 30 at i1. Bristol Arms 
otel, gwa' 
Bes ~ = Harry, Cardiff, Merchant. June 30ati1. Official Receiver, 3, Crock. 
er 
Bawden, Cornelius Bygrove st, Poplar, Builder. July 1at2.30. 33, Carey st, 
Lincoln’s inn fields 
Beckett, William Cole, Green lanes, Stoke Newington, Bootmaker. June 29 at 
11. 28 and 29, 8t Swithin’s lane 
Bennett, John, St Ervan, Cornwall, Farmer. June 30at4. Official Receiver, 
Boscawen st, "Truro 
Brennan, Edward, Egremont, Cheshire, no occupation. June 30at1. Official 
Receiver. 48, Hamilton sq. Birkenhead 
Duncum, Henry Denisvn, and Alfred Rutland, Gt Castle st, Cavendish 
Ostrich Feather Manufacturers. Julyi1ati12. Bankruptcy bldgs, Lincoln's 


el 
Evans, David, Mosqere 2 nr Bridgend, Grocer. June 29 at 11. Ofticial Receiver, 
3, Crockherbtown. 
Goesnet, Henry, y cardi Cheshire, Lo a Pipe Manufacturer. July 2 at3, 
fficial Receiver, 35, Victoria st, Liverpoo 
Gilpin, Hi Henry, Sheffield, Jeweller. June “y at 3. Official Receiver, Figtree lane, 


dana , residence unknown, Retired Farmer. June 30 at 2.30. Bank- 
ruptcy bldgs, A wey 8 st. Lincoln’s inn fields 
Hooson, Isaac Gillatt, Sheffield, Grocer. June 30at4. Official Receiver, Figtree 





lane. § Sheffield - 

Humphreys , New Broad st, Contractor. Julyiat2.30. Bankruptcy 
bldgs, Tepe s inn fields 

Hurse, John F.. Old Jewry, Accountant. July 2 at12. Bankruptcy bldgs, Lin 


coln’s inn fields 
Lindsay, James Henry Cox, Liverpool, Metal Merchant. June 30at2. Official 
eceiver, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 
Robinson, paneery lane, Surveyor. July iat 2.30. Bankruptcy 
bides, ge 8 inn fields 
Midg ey Theophilus, Batley, Yorks, Waste Merchant. June 30at10. Official 
ver, 


Saee , Bank ——e , Batley 
untain "ash, Greengrocer. June 2atil. Official Re 


Mortimer, Charles. Moun 
ceiver, Merthyr Tydfil 
Olivier, Henry Joseph, and Samuel Percy Wilkinson, Old st, Bag Manufacturers, 
June 380 at 12. 83, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Osbourne, William, jun, Cleethorpes, Lincolnshire, Labourer. June 380 at 2 
Official Receiver, 3, Haven st, Gt Grimsby 
Pears, Robert Graham. jun, Penrith, Gesthestond, Coachbuilder. July 1 at 12.80, 
Official Receiver, 34. Fisher st, Carlisle 
Pettit, Richard ata ad &, Stoke Newington, Cowkeeper. June 30 at 11. 8 
and 29, St Swithin’s la . 
Priestley, Albert, Birstall, Yorks, Grocer. June 30 at 11. Official Receiver, 
Bank a“. Batley 
y, Gose spe Graham, address unknown, June 30 at 2.30, 33, Carey st, Lin- 


Ramsa: 
coln’ 
aS Senet, Comecns, Pembrokeshire, Farmer. June 30 at 12. Temper- 
roe ke Dock 


Russi, Altred Holgate, and a Wellesley Russell, have oocl, Watch 
anufacturers. June 30 at 3 cial Receiver, 35, Victoria iverpool 
Soin Edward, Chea my ear Goods Dealer. July 2 a ‘1. Bankruptcy 

bidgs, Lincoln’s inn 
Temas, M, Landore, nr Swansea, Grocer. June 29at11. 6, Rutland st, Swan- 


Vai Snakes, Henry Arthur, Chester, Draper. July 2 at 12. Official Receiver, 
Ogden’s chbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 
Warres, Frank, Rye, Sussex, Boot Maker. June 29 at 2. 40, Robertson st, 
astings 


Williams, Sophia, Liverpool, Boot Dealer. July 2 at 2,30. Official Receiver, 3, 
Victoria st, Laverpocs 
gnypandy, nr Pontypridd, Builder. June 30 at 12. Official 


Williams, Thomas, 
Receiver, Merthyr Ty 
Wilson Edwin, and Septinus Wilson, Kingston upon Hull. Builders, July 5 at 
Hull Incorporated Law Society, Lincoln’s inn bldgs, Bowlalley lane, Hull 
Wilson, Edwin (sep estate), Kingston upon Hull, Builder. Jvly 5 at 11,30. Hull 
peoernesetes Law Society, Lincoln's inn bl Bowlalley lane, Hull 
Widemn epee (np oteis), Kingston une Hal, Bukier, uly bet. Had 
neorpors’ ww Bociety, Linco ’s inn 8,1 e u 
Winder, Arthur, LeedsJCloth Manufacturer. June 30 at 11. Oificial Receiver, 


Andrew's chbrs, 2 Park care sow Leeds 
Wright, John, Chester, B "Sune 80 at 12, Official Receiver, Crypt chbrs, 





Wright, William, Stafford, Draper. July 7 at 10,80. Vine Hotel, Staffor 
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The following qmneniied notice is substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of June 8. 
Henry Celeb, Birmingham, Iron Merchant. July 1 at 11. Official Re- 


ver, Birmingham 
ever, ADJUDIOCATIONS. 


Martha, Stockport, Tailor. Stockport. Pet Apri13. Ord Apr 
Benet Thomas, London rd, Cheshire, Sao Stockport. Pet ‘ae 3. Ord 


hy Frederick, and Hannah Richardson, Aldermanbury Posten, Under 
Clothing erestocturers. High Court. Pet May17. Ord June 17 
ord, William, Sunderland, Grocer. Sunderland. Pet June 4. Ord 


Bo he Walter shane, Maltby st, Bermondsey, Builder. High Court. Pet 


May 27. Ord June 1 

Brown, Robert, Nottin ham, Grocer. Nottingham. Pet May 27. Ord June 7. 

Orwiey, ae, oF ord, Gloucestershire, per. Swindon. Pet May 

ao. isaac, Neath, Giemenganthine, Manager ofIron Foundry. Neath. Pet 
June 

pena Henry George, Praed st, Paddington, Carver. High Court, Pet Junc17. 


Ord June 19 
» George Hasted, Brighton, House Agent. Brighton. PetJune3. Ord 


em ear, ‘S “whee Puen St Mary Magdalen, Norfolk, Farmer. Ipswich. 


t 
a ool, ou Merchant. Liverpool. Pet Mow 10. Ord June 18 
Joseph Edward Cocker, Dewsbury, Yorks, Oil 
ry “Pet May 11. Ord June 18 
Manchester, Baker. = Pet June 17. Ord 
Jun 
Brwel, John Haywood, Greenwich, no occupation. 


well Greenwich, Pet May 7. 
une 1 


Howells, A + Cardiff, Tailor. Cardiff. Pet Junei17, Ord June 
n. Harris, Liverpool, Cigar Dealer. Liverpool. Pet May 31. ‘bra June 17 
Jones, William Thomas, Cardiff, Grocer. Cardiff. Pet June16. Ord June 16 
Reiman. James, Normanton, Yorks, Draper. 
June 12 
Lowry, Charles Henry, Falmouth, Grocer. Truro. Pet June19. Ord June 19 
Neale, John Samuel, Hertford, China Dealer. Hertford. Pet May 31. Ord 
une 18 
Osbourne, William, jm, pear, Lincolnshire, Labourer. Gt Grimsby. 
Pet June15. Ord June 
One, B Ransome, Maleate, Suffolk, Dentist. Colchester. Pet May 21. Ord 
Page, Thora maas Andrew, Bourne Haven ter, South Streatham, Fishmonger. 
Wandsworth. Pet May 31. Ord June 18 
Race, Robert, Stockton on Tees, Joiner. Stockton on Tees and Middiesborough. 
Pet June 16. Ord June 16 
Roberts, Thomas, Camrose, Pembrokeshire, Farmer. Pembroke Dock. Pet 
June 18, Ord June 19 
a yy George, Bictcsten, Kent, Farmer. Canterbury. Pet June 3. Ord 
une 1 
nee, prtber, ¢ Stockton on Tees, Boiler Maker. Stockton on Tees. Pet June 
% Ord June 17 
on, Spomes, Eaton Bishop, Herefordshire, Farmer. Hereford. Pet May 
rd June 1 
ons, William Henry, Swansea, Painter. Swansea. Pet Aprs. Ord June 19 
ble, Lewis Buckeri ge, Bishopstoke, Hampshire, Bootmaker. Southampton. 
Pet dune 2. Ord June 16 
TJ a. West Bromwich, Staffordshire, Milk Seller. Oldbury. Pet May 21. 
une 
Dever, Mary Anne, Strand, Widow. High Court. Pet May17. Ord June 18 
Spencer, Thomas, Red House, Eaton Bishop, Herefordshire, 
occasionally as a Horse Doctor. Hereford. Pet May 21. ‘Ord June 17 
=, pia B, Jeffrey’s sq, Commission Agent. High Court. Pet May 6, 
une 
Voagion, ary Arthur, Boughton, Chester, Draper. Chester. Pet June 18. 
une 


Boson Ernest, Ardwic 








Wakefield. Pet June 2. Ord | 





George, jun, un, Bow common lane, Burdett rd, Saw Mill Proprietor. 
ourt. Pet Junei5. Ord June 19 
Benjamin, Dowlais, Glamorganshire, Grocer. Merthyr Tydfil. Pet 


Junei7. Ord June 18 
Williams, Elias, . Chester. Pet June2. Ord June 18 
arnarvonshire, Shoemaker. Bangor. Pet June 9. 


ie, me, om, Tonypandy, nr Pontypridd, Builder. Pontypridd. Pet June 
une 

be 7 Witiem, Pendock, Worcestershire, Farmer. Cheltenham. Pet Apr 22. 
une 1 


Woodhall, Felix, Bromsgrove, Nail Manufacturer. Worcester. Pet June 16. 
Ord June 17 


Wissine, 
h C 








The Subscription to the Soxtcrrons’ Jounna is— Town, 268. ; Country 
288. ; with the Weexiy Rerorrer, 528. Payment in advance includes 
Double Numbers and Postage. Subscribers can have their Volumcs 
bound at the office—cloth, 28. 6d., half law calf, 5s. 6d. 


Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the Journal with regularity 
in = ata it is requested that application be made direct to the 
Publisher. 


All letters intended for publication in the “ Solicitors’ Journal”’ must o¢ 
authenticated by the name of the writer. 
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SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder, 


Guaranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality 
with the excess of fat extracted. 


The Faculty pronounce it ** the most nutritious, per- 
fectly digesti ae 


ROBE 


Highly commended by the entire Medical Press. 
Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits 
all palates keeps for years in all climates, and is four 


times the strength of cocoas THICKENED ot WEAKENED ° 
with Bt y ROBES FOR QUEEN'S COUNSEL AND BARRISTER 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS; 


Law Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, Town Clerks, 
- and Clerks of the Peace, 


CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS | 
ESTABLISHED 1689, 


#4, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


a, &c., and IN REALITY CHEAPER than such 


= iptentensoasiy with .iling water, a teaspoonful 
& Breakfast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny. 
Cocnaerne 4 La VANILLB is the most delicate, digestible, 
cheapest Manilla Chocolate, and may be taken when 
richer ae is prohibited, 
In tins at le, 6d., 38,, 68. 6d., &c., by Chemists and 
Grocers. 
Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietor, 


E. Scuwarrzzr & Co., 10, Adam-st,, Strand, London, W.C 


EDE AND SON, 


Pay « MAKERS, 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, | 
Ee Rt Be, TARe, & | oo te Majesty. the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of 
Judicial bh, Corporation of f Lon 


‘UNTEARABLE LETTER 
COPYING BOOKS. 


HOWARD'S PATENT. 
Stronger and more durable than any other 
Letter Copying Books now made. 
| THE COPYING BOOK FOR THE PROFESSION 
Price List UPON APPLICATION. 


WODDERSPOON & CO., 


| 

| 

| 7, SERLE STREET, anv 1 PORTUGAL STREET 
| LINCOLN’S INN, W 


don, &0. 











HODGKINSON & CO.’S 





TO H.R.H. THE PRINCE OF WALFS. | 


‘MEMORY ==: sre 


HAND-MADE BRIEF, FOOLSCAP 





and other PAPERS. 
THE MOST SUITABLE FOR SOLICITORS 
ca be obtained through all Stationers, 


DINNEFORD’ 8 MAGNESIA, | 


The best Remedy for } 

ACIDITY of the STOMACH, HEARTBURN, HBADACHE | 
GOUT and INDIGESTION, 

And safest Aperiont for Delicate Constitutions, Ladice | 

Children, and Infants, 


DINNEFORD’S MAGNESIA 


|G PHOIALITIES for INVALIDs 


BRB4AND AND 00.”S OWN SAUO!. 
Sours, PRESERVED PROVISIONS 
| rr MEATS and YORK and GAM. 
4 PIES, also A 
| j88eNOR OF BEEF, BEEF TKa, 
j UBTLE SOUP, and JELLY, and othe: 














uadioh your MUUSSS or Arasi- 
i MENTS THROUGHOUT on 


| 











pueden th 8; andy Morwell-etreos, W: Bstad- 


ALSO for HIRE ONLY. 


QAUTION :—BHEWARB OF IMITATIONS, 
Bole 
11, LITTLE STANHOPE STRERT, MAYFAIR W. 
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SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION, 


For the Relief of Poor and Necessitous Attorneys, Solicitors, and Proctors in England and Wales, and their Wives, 
Widows, and Families. 


INSTITUTED 1858. 


THE TWENTY-SIXTH ANNIVERSARY FESTIVAL 


OF THIS ASSOCIATION WILL BE HELD AT 


“THE ALBION,” ALDERSGATE STREET, LONDON, E.Cy 


On WEDNESDAY, the 30th of JUNE, 1886, at Seven o’clock p.m. precisely. 
GEORGE BURROW GREGORY, Esq., M.P., in the Chair. 








List of Stewards, who will be glad to receive Subscriptions and Donations for announcement at the Festival. 


G, BEETHAM BATCHELOR, Esq., London. SAMUEL HARRIS, Esa., Leicester. | HENRY ROSCOE, Ese.. London. ; 
Mr. UNDER - SHERIFF WYNNE BAXTER, a ted HEDGER, Ese., London. o Ppa bon ROSE, Esa., London, ; 
London. ARNES HOWLE ETT, Es@., Brighton. WARD LEE ROWOCLIFFE, Esq., Londo, 7 
C. STOCKDALE BENNING, Esa., Dunstable. TouN HY. KAYS, Esa., London. | WILLTAAT VOLIFE LE Es@., London. e 
CHARLES J. BLAGG. Esqa., Cheadle. HENRY KIMBER, Esa., M.P., London. | HERBERT T. SANKEY, Esa. wager 
LE FRANK BLANDY, Esa., Reading. J. E. 8. KING, Esa., London. } FREDK. E. SAWYER, Esa., F.S.A Brighton,” 
A BOWER, Esa.. London. WM. KEARY, Esa., Stoke-on-Trent. W. EDWOOD SHIRLEY, Esa., Doncaster. 
W. RERL AH BROOK, Esa., London. GRINHAM KEEN, Ese., London. T. SKEWES-COX, Esqa., London. 
GEO. RODDAM BURN, Ese., London. CHARLES E. LEWIS, Ese... M.P. | SIDNEY SMITH, Ese., London. 
8. J. CHADWICK. Ese.. Dewsbury. i ALTER LOVELL, Esa... Cambridge. | wok SOWTON, Ese., London. 
CHARLES CHESTON, Ese, M.A., London. EDWIN LOW. Esa., London. Pe RY STALLARD, Esa., London 
HENRY CLEVELAND, Esea., London. . B. MARGETTS, Esa., Huntingdon. } eS W. STEPHENS, Eso.. Chatham. 
FREDK. CORBETT, Esa., Worcester. F. PARKER MORRELL, to Oxford. j PR: ANK W. STONE. Esq.. Tunbridge Wells, 
JOHN DARLINGTON, Esa., K.L., K.C.1., W. BENJAMIN PATERSON, Esa., London. |} EDWIN T. TADMAN, Esqa., London. 
Bradfor RICHARD PENNINGTON, Nise. , London, HENRY W. TRINDER, Esa., London. 
WILLIAM DAW ES, Esa., RICHARD PIDCOOK, Esa., Woolwich. R. WALL WALL, Esa., London. 
H. W. DICKINSON, Esa... Po vole. T. J. PITFIELD, Eso., London. We. a ag ty WALTER S$, Esq., London, 
GRANTH AM R. DODD, Esa » London. JOSEPH PLASKITT, Esq.. London. | HENRY 8. WASBROUGH., Esa., Bristol. 
LEWIS EMANUEL. Esa., London. DONALD W. PRESTON, Eso., Bournemouth, | : oy WA AVELL. Jay Halifax. 
HENRY J. FRANCIS. Esq., London. THOMAS RAWLE. Esa., London. | ARDY W. Y, Ese., Southport. 
JOHN E. T. GRAHAM, Esq. -» Scarborough, A. C. RAWL INSON, Esa. Chipping Norton. & BR SSit WHEELER. Esq., London. 
JOHN GREENFIELD, Esa., London. Sir A. KAYE ROLLIT, LL. D., D.C.L., London. SPENCER WHITEIEAD, Esa. .» London, 


The Secretary will be h: PY to hear from gentlemen who may desire to add their names to the above list of Stewards. 
Early application for Dinner Tickets (25s. each), which may be obtained of any of the Stewards, or at the offices of the Association, will oblige. 


9, CurrrorD’s Inn, Lonpoy, E.C. JAMES THOMAS SCOTT, Secretary. 
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OLMAN HILL HOUSE ‘RETREAT, HALESOWEN, WORCESTERSHIRE. 


Licensed under the Act of 1879, for the 
exclusive reception of LADIES privately or | 
under the Act. 
naked Special Departments for Stationery and Bookbinding 


_—_— 


Terms from £2 2s. per Week. 


wit ALEXANDER & SHEPHEARD 


Apply to the Proprietors— | Printers, Lithographers, Stationers, &e, 





GOLD PER, 


WITH DIAMOND POINT, 


Handwriting. 


Price 6d. each; post-free, 7d. 


With White Mctal Pocket Holder, complete .. «+» i& 


Or, with Mordan’s Best Silver Pocket Holders— 


SUMMER TOURS IN SCOTLAND. | ly ADAME TUSSAUD’S EXHIBITION, | Fluted Pattern, complete .. a: lee ane “7 


> | Engine-turned Pattern, complete .. ee or 
1 LASGOW and the HIGHLANDS (Roral BAKER-STREET STATION.—New PORTRAIT | 1. 144 Pattern, Telescopic sa) ee ep EEE 
LTT “Rohte vid Crinen and Caledonian Canals), | MODELS of H.M. The QUEEN and T.R.H. ALBER. | , . 
The Royal M ii Steamer COLUMBA — TONA s-ils EDWARD and GEORGE FREDERICK of WALES, and ' ] 
t 7 Glas > oan ¢ JOLY t A bd ee S;S | Sir MOSES MONTEFIORE, Bart. The lying in state Other patterns in great variety. 
— rnc aily ne E> peered Trai _ eS —¢ " ” | of the late Emperor of Russia. The Boudoir Group of 
a.m., in connection with Express Trains from London Fashion, containing the newest and most costly costumes, 
Will the South, conveying passengers for Obsn, Fort- with other Court Dresses. The Baroness Burdett. 
. Inverness, Lochawe, Skye, Gairloch, St: me: | Coutts, Mr. Parnell, &c, The complete line of Britis. 


fine hnd i isto a ‘by ‘Thos, Cook & Son at | Monarchs from William the Conqueror +o Queer: Victoria | ALEXANDER & SHEPHEARD 


" | and over 300 Portrait Models of Celebrated ana Dix 
various offices. Time Bill, with Map and Fares, | tingnished Characters, Admission, ls. Children unde- 


free trom the owner, Davi MacBRaxNg, 119, Hopo- twelve, 6d, Extraronm 6d, Open from 8 a.m, till 10p.m 27, CHANCERY LANE, LOXDON, 


| Anti-corrosive—Flexible—Durable—Adapting itself to aif 
| 
| 
| 
} 






















